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PREFACE  TO  THE  FOURTH  EDITION. 

In  issuing  this  fourth  edition,  of  a  thousand  ey^h,  I  have  only  to 
renew  my  expressions  of  gratitude  to  those  friends  and  patrons  who 
have  purchased  the  work,  and  to  the  many  editors  of  political  and 
religious  papers  who  have  so  kindly  noticed  it  The  s^^ipathy 
which  its  sad  disclosures  have  so  generally  excited  in  the  public 
mind,  greatly  rejoices  my  heart,  and  tends  much  to  reconcile  me  to 
the  sufferings  and  losses  which  it  has  been  my  lot  to  endure. 

However  painful  it  may  be  to  every  good  man  that  there  should 
have  been  occasion  for  publishing  such  a  book,  yet  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  good  man,  after  having  carefully  perused  it,  is  disposed  to 
censure  me  for  its  publication.  I  will  here  quote  a  single  sentence 
from  the  430th  page  of  the  book :  **  Should  any  one  think  that  I 
have  not  stated  his  case  fairly,  or  that  I  have  wronged  him  by  saying 
that  which  is  not  true,  let  him  inform  me  wherein,  and  give  me  the 
proof,  and  I  will  niost  cheerfully,  and  with  all  due  haste,  make  the 
required  correction.**  But  I  have  received  no  such  information, 
notwithstanding  I  have  uniformly  given  names  and  dates  in  my 
book,  thus  rendering  it  a  very  easy  matter  for  those  interested  to 
demand  of  me  the  promised  correction.  But  no  such  demand  has 
been  made,  nor  have  I  received  an  intimation  that  my  statements 
are  not  true. 

As  to  my  church  edifice  now  in  the  process  of  erection,  I  can 
only  say  I  am  making  strenuous  efforts  to  obtain  the  funds  requi- 
site for  its  completion,  and  which  I  hope  to  accomplish  during  the 

present  year. 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 
South  Boston,  Januaiy,  1867. 
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As  many  gentlemen  reading  in  different  parti  of  ^te  equmtry  hMi9% 
written  letters  to  me  exprewing  ireiy  finely  and  fbUj*  tlwir  mira  of 
my  book,  periiaps  I  cannot  perform  a  servioe  mora  intereiting  to  mj 
readers,  or  more  beneficial  to  myself,  than  to  inforl  in  the  pre&ce  of 
this  fifUi  edition  extracts  from  several  of  these  l^ten.  The  opiniott 
of  the  press  may  be  firand  in  die  appendix.  The  ftUowii^  extncti 
express  the  opinion  of  gentlemen  of  great  req>0ctafaili^y  and  occapy> 


in^  the  most  important  st^jons  in  the  commnnitj.  As  they  wera 
private  communications,  the  pvprietj  of  withholding  the  names  of  ths 
writers  must  be  obvious  to  every  one. 

One  of  the  most  respectable  docton  in  diviniljr  in  Cooneetieiil 
writes :  "  I  have  read  ywu  book  with  painfid  intwest  It  has  filled 
me  with  astonishment  I  do  not  remember  to  have  ever  known  of 
another  case  of  so  cruel  and  persistent  persecatioii  in  a  protettant 
community.  I  wonder  that  yon  have  survived  it  Our  severest  triab 
are  the  wrongs  we  suffer  at  the  hands  of  our  fidlow  men,  and  especially 
of  those  who  are,  or  are  reputed  to  be,  the  people  of  God.* 

A  doctor  in  divinity  from  Hampden  eoontgr  writes:  ** It  waa  fitting 
that  you  should  come  before  ihe  pnUio  with  the  &ets  in  ralatioa  to 
your  case,  when  your  enemies  had  conjured  up  and  spread  out  befim 
that  same  public  such  extraordinary  drcumstances  to  aceoinpKsh  your 
ruin.  I  sincerely  hope  that  your  book  will  diqiel  the  pnyodicei 
against  you  which  many  have  imbibed,  as  I  am  sure  it  will  gratify 
your  friends,  and  strengthen  them  in  thnr  eonvictioii  of  yovr  inno* 
cence  in  relation  to  the  crimes  alleged  against  yon.* 

The  following  extract  I  take  from  a  letter  written  by  a  eleigymaa 
in  Middlesex  county,  and  who,  after  reading  the  book,  proposed  £» 
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the  first  time  an  exchange  oi  palpits  with  me:  *'  I  have  just  finished 
reading  your  book ;  and  certainly  it  is  a  most  remarkable  verification 
of  the  adage,  that  *  truth  is  stranger  than  fiction.'  I  doubt  whether 
the  annals  of  mankind  furnish  so  remarkable  a  case  of  groundless  and 
apparently  malignant  hate  and  persecution  persisted  in  by  Christian 
ministers  through  a  decade  of  years,  notwithstanding  every  remon- 
strance by  yourself  and  by  multitudes  of  clergymen  as  intelligent  as 
themselves.  *  Lord,  what  is  man  I '  And  yet,  strange  to  say,  you 
have  triumphed  over  alL  As  I  suppose  we  have  now  reached  the 
Jitiole  of  this  unhappy  afiair,  I  wish  some  one  who  understands  the 
whole  subject,  who  has  had  no  participation  in  it,  and  who  wields  a 
pen  of  justice  and  of  keenness,  would  ably  and  thoroughly  review  the 
whole  caset  and  thus  send  it  down,  as  it  should  be,  to  the  final  adjudi- 
cation of  posterity." 

A  clerg^Tnan  from  Providence  writes :  ^'  I  have  read  your  book 
with  a  trembling  interest,  and  with  a  sorrowful  yet  inexpressible  in- 
dignation against  the  monster  who  has  been  the  criminal  occasion  of 
such  a  publication.  The  ecclesiastical  and  political  history  of  New 
England  has  been,  all  my  days,  next  to  the  instructions  of  the  Scrip- 
tures, the  subject  of  my  constant  and  prayerful  study.  Yet  no  portion 
of  this  history,  in  my  honest  judgment,  japore  worthy  of  the  serious 
and  practical  consideration  of  the  peopl^f  New  England  at  this  Jay^ 
than  the  transactions  and  statements  which  are  exhibited  in  your 
volume.  The  obligation  implied  in  your  dedication  warrants  and  de- 
mands the  declaration  which  I  ofier  you,  without  any  solicitation  c^ 
personal  affection  or  interest  in  your  behalf.  I  have  learned  some- 
thing of  the  wisdom  and  kindness  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  in  his  cau- 
tion to  his  disciples,  *  Beware  of  men.'  Nor  do  I  wonder  that  the 
Apostle  closes  his  climax  of  perils  with  these  words,  *  In  perils  among 
false  brethren.' " 

An  Episcopal  clergyman  in  Worcester  county,  a  stranger  to  me, 
and  who  confesses  that  through  the  indirect  influence  of  Dr.  Adams 
be  had  been  made  to  believe  me  guilty,  writes :  '^  Although  a  perfect 
stranger  to  you,  yet  I  have  oflen  seen  your  name  and  case  referred  to 
in  the  public  prints.  Still  I  have  read  but  a  small  portion  of  what  I 
have  seen,  supposing  that  my  time  could  be  better  occupied.  From 
what  I  did  read,  however,  and  the  frequent  comments  I  heard  respect- 
ing your  aff*airs,  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  you  were  a  guilty  man, 
and  had  been  justly  dealt  with  by  the  ecclesiastical  authority  of  your 
denomination.    But  since  reading  your  book,  my  opinion  is  entirely 
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changed  in  relation  to  the  whole  matter.  The  fact  to  my  mind  is 
made  clear  as  the  noonday  that  you  are  not  only  an  innocent  man, 
but  that  you  have  been  most  unjustly  and  cruelly  dealt  with,  and  that, 
too,  by  those  who  ought  to  have  been  your  friends,  and  stood  by  yoii 
to  the  last  I  have  no  words  at  my  conmiand  with  which  td  de^ribe 
the  conduct  of  Dr.  Adams ;  and  it  is  with  mo  a  matter  of  perfect 
astonishment  that  he  should  have  been  sustained  or  countenanced  by 
any  portion  of  the  community.  But,  my  dear  sir,  Divine  Providence 
will  ultimately  set  this  matter  right  The  time  will  come,  if  it  has  not 
already,  when  the  community  will  not  fail  to  do  ample  justice  to  you 
and  to  him.  How  you  have  lived  amidst  all  this  strife  and  persecution 
is  a  perfect  mystery  to  me.  I  often  thought,  while  reading  your  book, 
that  tlie  hundreth  part  of  what  you  passed  through  would  have 
crushed  me  beneath  its  ponderous  weight  Surely  the  grace  of  God 
alone  is  sufficient  for  these  things." 

A  clergjTnan  from  Bristol  county  writes:  "The  whole  process, 
from  the  strange  proceedings  of  the  Exeter  Council  to  the  decision 
of  the  referees,  with  the  exception  of  the  action  of  the  court  and  your 
trial  by  jury,  has  filled  me  with  wonder,  amazement,  and  indignation. 
I  have  felt  at  times,  that,  if  my  character  were  at  stake,  a  council  of 
ministers  would  be  the  tribunal  from  which  I  should  shrink  above  all 
others.  Strange  that  men  making  the  highest  claims  to  the  principles 
of  mercy,  charity,  and  justice,  should  often  so  conduct  themselves, 
and  so  treat  the  accused  as  to  appear  the  most  destitute  of  either 
mercy,  charity,  or  justice  of  almost  any  other  class  of  men.  Thanks 
be  to  God,  all  who  lay  claim  to  be  ministers  of  Christ  arc  not  thus. 
Your  biography  proves  the  adage  true,  "  Truth  is  stranger  than 
fiction."  For  what  fiction  ever  unfolded  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of 
good  men,  so  deep  laid  and  so  persevered  in,  to  destroy  character 
and  deprive  of  privilege  and  right,  as  is  unfolded  in  your  book  ?  If 
it  did  not  present  professedly  good  men  in  so  unfavorable  a  light,  it 
Avould  be  well  that  you  published  it ;  and  it  is  toell  as  it  is.  It  was 
cleariy  your  duty  to  give  it  to  the  world.** 

Another  clergyman  residing  in  Bristol  county  writes :  "  Though  I 
have  been  apprised  of  the  principal  incidents  in  your  case,  they  were 
in  such  scattered  and  distant  fragments  that  the  injusdce  of  your 
enemies  did  not  appear  so  striking  and  palpable  as  in  your  book.  I 
think  it  was  called  for,  and  will  do  good." 

A  clergyman  from  Hanover,  N.  H.,  writes:  "I  have  read  and 
reread  your  book  with  the  greatest  interest,  and  will  say,  that,  while  1 
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greatly  moam  the  necesaty  of  its  publication,  yet  I  believe  justice  to 
yourself  and  family  and  the  church  of  Christ  demanded  it  We  have 
indeed  fidlen  upon  strange  times.  It  is  lamentable  to  see  the  sad  — 
9ad  revelations  that  are  being  made  of  the  most  consummate  hypocrisy 
in  the  church." 

Another  clcigyman  from  Hanover  writes :  ^*  My  sympathies  have 
been  with  you  from  the  first ;  they  are  so  now.  And  my  convictions 
are  that  you  have  been  greatly  wronged.  I  have  read  your  book 
through,  and  am  confirmed  in  my  former  impressions." 

A  clergyman  from  Bockingham  county,  N.  H.,  writes :  "  From 
reading  the  minutes  of  your  trial  at  Exeter,  and  from  personal  inter- 
views with  members  of  that  council  who  voted  with  the  majority,  I 
was  strongly  impressed  with  the  belief  that  you  were  a  deeply  injured 
man.  I  subsequently  read  your  defence,  and  was  present  at  your 
judicial  trial  in  Boston,  —  heard  the  testimony  and  the  arguments  on 
both  sides,  and  have  not,  to  this  day,  been  able  to  take  any  other 
view  of  your  case  than  what  was  so  pertinently  and  graphically  ex- 
pressed by  Dr.  Burgess  before  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  as  re- 
corded in  your  book.  To  have  had  the  sympathy  of  such  men  as  Dr. 
Burgess,  Dr.  Woods,  Dr.  Codman,  and  Dr.  French  must  have  been 
to  you  very  precious  support  I  was  deeply  interested  in  your  case 
with  Dr.  Adams,  when  brought  before  the  court  of  referees,  and  be 
assured  that  I  was  greatly  disappointed  and  deeply  pained  at  the  re- 
sult; but  felt  at  the  time  that  I  had  rather  be  in  your  situation  than 
in  the  situation  of  those  who  were  willing  to  place  themselves  before 
the  public  with  such  an  absurd  and  unrighteous  decision.  I  must  be- 
lieve that  it  is  a  false  charity  that  would  characterize  the  doings  of 
that  board  of  referees  and  a  portion  of  the  Sufiblk  South  Association 
otherwise  than  wicked  and  perfidious.  It  is  truly  humiliating  and 
painful  to  witness  such  sophistry,  deception,  and  malice,  where  we 
ought  to  look  for  the  best  specimens  of  frankness,  honesty,  and  truth- 
fulness." 

A  clergyman  from  Essex  county  writes :  "  I  have  aided  in  the  cir- 
culation of  several  copies  of  your  work,  and  quite  a  number  of  our 
people  have  read  it  There  is  but  one  opinion  among  them  with 
regard  to  your  perfect  innocence^  and  Dr.  A.*s  guilt  as  a  remorseless  per- 
9ectUor" 

Another  clergyman  writes :  "  Your  chief  opponent  was  my  class- 
mate. And  whatever  others  may  say  of  his  taste,  his  talents,  or  his 
piety,  I  pronounce  him  destitute  of  one  manly  or  generous  impulse ; 
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and  I  am  man  enough  to  say,  I  am  ashamed  of  him.  Your  volume  is 
not  wasted.  I  will  pass  it  to  my  brethren.  Their  minds  shall  be  dis- 
abused as  well  as  mine." 

An  ex-govemor  of  one  of  the  New  England  States  writes:  "Your 
trials  and  difficulties  have  been  not  only  remarkable,  but  almost  be- 
yond belief.  The  conduct  of  your  clerical  persecutors  is  almost 
enough  to  stagger  the  belief  of  any  one  in  the  utilit}',  if  not  honesty, 
of  clerical  associations.  AVhat  man,  let  me  ask,  who  has  a  soul  to 
save  or  a  fair  character  to  sustain,  with  the  knowledge  of  the  facts 
which  you  have  thrown  before  the  public,  can  patiently,  or  at  all,  sit 
under  the  preaching  or  teaching  of  the  Rev.  —  Oh,  no  I  not  reverend^ 
but  vindictive  Adams  f  For  myself,  I  would  rather  stand  convicted 
of  all  you  have  been  charged  with  by  your  vindictive  enemy,  than  to 
stand  as  he  must  do  in  the  mind  of  every  unprejudiced  person.  And 
I  rejoice  to  find  by  your  last  letter  to  the  now  famous  Suffolk  South 
Association  that  you  have  been  aroused  to  a  full  sense  of  the  trick- 
ery, duplicity,  and  unmanly  proceedings  of  that  man  and  his  dupes. 
If  all  sense  of  honor  and  fair  dealing  has  not  been  lost  in  that  body, 
your  letter  must  have  brought  a  blush  of  shame  to  their  cheeks,  if  not 
a  twitch  of  remorse  to  their  consciences.  You  have  now  done  your 
duty,  and  may  safely  leave  the  rest  to  an  ever-protecting  Providence. 
The  decision  of  the  referees  never  should  (beyond  the  dollars  and 
cent^)  have  given  you  a  moment's  uneasiness.  That  decision  has 
received,  and  will  continue  to  receive,  the  unqualified  condemnation 
of  every  fair-minded  man,  and  should  teach  you  that  wealth,  before 
such  a  tribunal,  is  almost  always  an  overmatch  for  poverty  and  jus- 
tice." 

A  lawyer  from  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  writes :  "  The  notices  of  the 
press  contained  in  the  appendix  of  your  book  abound  in  very  flatter- 
ing remarks ;  but  none  too  much  so.  It  evidently  appears  that  some 
of  the  preachers  in  Boston,  and  especially  one,  was  determined  to  put 
you  down ;  but  they  failed,  and  you  triumphed." 

A  lawyer  from  the  State  of  Maine,  once  a  senator,  writes :  "  While 
your  book  shows  that  the  malice  of  your  foes  still  continues,  it  also 
shows  that  a  gracious  God  still  cares  for  you.  I  cannot  sufficiently 
admire  the  conduct  of  good  old  Dr.  Woods.  How  constantly  he 
stood  by  you,  even  unto  the  end !  And  what  a  contrast  to  the  con- 
duct of  others  under  greater  obligations  to  give  you  their  friendship 
after  your  acquittal.    I  think  your  book  will  be  extensively  read,  and 
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giye  great  satisfactioEi  to  your  fiiends,  and  hold  up  your  foes  to  the 
Korn  of  all  good  men." 

A  physician  from  Salem  writes :  "  I  must  say,  that,  although  the  in- 
cidents of  the  last  ten  years  of  your  life  were  pretty  well  known  to 
me  already,  yet  I  was  hardly  prepared  for  the  horrors  of  persecution 
which  blacken  almost  every  page  of  the  narrative.  I  congratulate 
you,  sir,  on  the  triumph  you  have  achieved." 

A  gentleman  from  Concord,  N.  H.,  with  whom  I  have  no  acquaint- 
ance, writes :  **  Whenever  I  see  any  thing  of  Dr.  Adams,  or  even 
ilunk  of  him,  my  sense  of  disgust  is  too  strong  for  me  to  venture  to 
commit  it  to  paper.  I  am  filled  with  amazement  that  such  a  man  is 
suffered  to  preach,  even  in  Boston." 

A  gentleman  from  West  Roxbury,  whom  I  know  only  by  his  signa- 
ture, writes :  "  I  cannot  find  language  strong  enough  to  express  my 
abhorrence  of  the  atrocious  wickedness  of  Dr.  Adams.  Why,  sir,  if 
you  were  guilty  of  every  crime  which  his  malignant  insinuations  charge 

you  with,  you  would  still  be,  in  comparison  with  him,  as  pure  as  a 

*    *    It 
virgin. 

A  gentleman  from  Springfield  writes :  "  I  have  just  finished  reading 
your  book,  and  I  assure  you  that  in  a  life  of  near  seventy  years  I 
have  never  heard  of  a  case  of  such  unremitting^  dewUy  persecution. 
In  the  notices  of  the  press  contained  in  the  appendix,  which  were 
taken  froim  the  most  respectable  journals,  there  are  expressions  more 
severe  than  I  ever  before  read,  and  yet  not  more  denunciatory  than 
the  occasion  made  highly  proper.  And  I  will  frankly  say  that  I 
would  not,  for  all  the  wealth  of  California,  have  those  epitliets  applied 
to  me." 

These  extracts  are  only  a  portion  of  what  is  contained  in  other  let- 
ters of  like  import  And  I  publish  them,  not  for  the  purpose  of  boast- 
ing, but  as  an  expression  of  my  heartfelt  gratitude  to  those  gentlemen 
who  have  written  so  kindly,  and  also  to  my  Master  in  Heaven  for 
raising  me  up  so  many  and  such  valuable  friends  in  my  time  of  need. 

Perhaps  I  ought  in  justice  here  to  state,  that  neither  Dr.  Adams 
nor  any  of  the  gentlemen  so  severely  censured  in  the  preceding  ex- 
tracts have  expressed  to  me  the  least  regret  for  the  unkind  and  un- 
christian course  they  have  pursued  in  reladon  to  my  case. 

J.  U.  Fairchild. 

South  Boston,  August,  1867. 
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Several  notices  of  the  book  have  appeared  since  the  issue  of  mj 
fourth  edition.     I  subjoin  the  following  :  — 

Fourth  Edition.  — "  The  book  of  remarkable  Incidents  in  the 
Life  of  Rev.  Joy  H.  Fairchild  has  reached  its  fourth  edition,  and  we 
are  not  surprised  at  the  call  for  it  by  the  jiublic  ;  for  a  more  astonish- 
injr  dt^veloument  of  unchristian  persecution  never  was  given  to  the 
world,  if  the  book  be  true,  and  that  it  is  true  is  very  generally  admit- 
tcii.  Mr.  Fairchild  makes  no  statements  that  are  not  supported  by 
facts^  and  he  leads  one  to  form  very  unfavorable  opinions  of  certain 
doctors  of  divinity  that  we  should  not  esteem  ourselves  safe  to  follow, 
JudiTcd  by  a  spiritual  standard,  they  do  not  seem  to  be  on  a  very  ex- 
cellent road,  and  we  tremble  lest  they  be  found  among  the  blind 
guides.  Mr.  Fairchild  shows  up  his  persecutors,  atid  seems  to  hate  as 
Cttle  remorse  in  laying  them  out  as  King  David  did  his  enemies.  His 
exception  of  the  ouffolk  South  Association  from  his  dedication  is  a 
palpable  hit  It  is  a  curious  and  interesting  book,  and  wo  do  not 
wonder  at  its  extensive  sale."  —  Evening  Gazette, 

**  Mr.  Fairchild  has  appealed  to  ecclesiastical  councils,  and  to  the 
laws  and  courts  of  his  country.  Of  the  first  we  have  no  very  high 
opinion.  The  men  who  compose  them  are  not  generally  fitted,  by 
education  or  knowledge  of  the  common  afifairs  of  life,  to  make  them 
competent  judges  in  a  case  like  Mr.  Fairchild*s,  and  may  very  easily 
be  led  astrav.  They  might  try  his  theolog>',  and  by  the  catechism 
and  declarations  of  faith  tell  whether  he  was  orthodox  or  not ;  but 
we  would  give  more  for  the  decision  of  any  dozen  men  from  the  com- 
mon herd  of  mortals  upon  his  guilt  or  innocence  of  adultery.  The 
jury  upon  their  oath  in  the  court  house,  said  he  was  innocent ;  and 
they  said  so,  not  by  any  technicalities  of  law,  but  upon  the  evidence ; 
and,  therefore,  mankind  are  bound  to  call  him  innocent,  whatever 
liev.  Dr.  Adams  and  *'  the  deacons'*  may  affirm. 

"  Men  will  entertain  different  opinions  upon  such  a  matter ;  and  the 
fact  that  he  was  a  clergj-man  was  none  in  favor  of  him  with  the  popu- 
lace ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  very  many  eminent  clerg}'men  and 
strictly  religious  newspapers  have  stood  by  him,  declaring  with  the 
Confjref/ational  Journal,  that  *  he  has  been  made  the  victim  of  a  suffer- 
iiitr,  the  like  of  which  is  not  found  in  the  annals  of  clerical  wrongs  in 
this  Protestant  land.' 

"  The  reason  of  our  calling  attention  to  this  subject  now  is,  that  Mr. 
Fairchild,  who  was  once  sufficiently  popular  in  this  place  to  receive  a 
call  to  settle  over  the  Federal  Street  Church,  and  who  has  since  his 
troubles  led  a  blameless  life,  is  now  in  the  city  selling  his  work."  — 
Ncicbiinjporl  Herald. 

"  Tliis  is  a  volume  filled  with  interest,  and  throws  much  light  on 
human  nature,  even  when  partially  sanctified.  Dr.  Adams  and  the 
*  two  deacons,'  with  some  others,  are  shown  up  in  a  most  unenviable 
light.    How  they  could  take  so  much  time  and  trouble  to  persecute 
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even  a  gailtr  man  is  beyond  our  sagacity  to  solve.  Mr.  Fairchild 
was  honorably  acquitted  by  a  jury,  and  that,  too,  after  tlio  most  in- 
iquitous attempts  were  made  to  secure  his  conviction.  The  fact  of 
his  being  thus  acquitted  by  a  jur}%  not  on  technical  grounds,  but  upon 
the  ments  of  the  case,  should  have  silenced  his  enemies,  let  their  own 
pri\'ate  convictions  have  been  what  they  might  And  then,  too,  after 
trial,  it  seems  Mr.  Fairchild  was  installed  over  his  church  by  as  re- 
spectable a  council  as  often  convenes.  Dr.  Woods,  of  Andover, 
preached  the  sermon.  Many  of  the  most  resj)e<;tablc  clergymen  in 
the  State  have,  since  the  trial,  invited  Mr.  F.  to  their  fellowship. 
Wo  think  the  unchristian  and  pitiless  conduct  of  his  enemies  excites 
sympathy  and  interest  in  his  behalf.  We  recommend  the  book  to 
those  who  have  been  prejudiced  against  the  author,  for  we  think  that 
be  has  already  too  much  sufiered  an  adverse  public  opinion.'' — 
Herald  of  Gospel  Liberty, 
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CHAPTER    1. 

If  there  were  no  very  "remarkable  incidents"  in  my 
life  till  after  I  had  seen  more  than  half  a  century,  yet 
the  reader  might  wish  to  know  something  of  my  history 
previous  to  those  sad  occurrences  which  I  am  now  about 
to  narrate.  In  the  review  of  my  life  preceding  the  year 
1841,  I  shall  be  very  brief ;  for  I  am  quite  unwilling  to 
obtrude  on  the  notice  of  my  readers  any  matters  merely 
of  an  ordinary  character,  having  extraordinary  matters 
to  relate  sufficient,  and  more  than  sufficient,  to  fill  my 
book. 

I  was  bom  in  Guilford,  Connecticut,  on  the  twenty- 
fourth  day  of  April,  1790.  I  am  the  eighth  and  last 
child  of  my  father,  by  a  second  wife.  Being  only  thir- 
teen months  old  at  his  death,  I  have  no  remembrance 
of  him.  But  I  have  always  been  told  that  he  was 
deemed  a  very  godly  man  by  those  who  knew  him  best. 
Of  my  mother  I  can  speak  with  confidence,  as  she  lived 
to  the  age  of  eighty-four,  and  was  truly  "  a  mother  in 
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Israel."  And  if  a  saving  work  of  grace  has  ever  reached 
my  heart,  it  was  owing,  under  God,  to  her  counsels  and 
prayers.  When  I  was  about  eighteen  years  of  age,  I 
commenced  fitting  for  college  in  the  family,  and  under 
the  tuition  of  Rev.  Aaron  Dutton,  then  pastor  of  the 
First  Church  in  Guilford.  Near  that  period  it  pleased 
God  to  visit  the  town  with  the  special  influences  of  his 
Spirit,  and  hopefully  to  convert  many  "  a  sinner  from  the 
error  of  his  way."  If  I  am  a  truly  converted  man,  I 
date  my  conversion  back  to  that  period.  After  a  suit- 
able probation,  I  became  connected  with  the  church  by 
a  public  profession.  I  entered  Yale  College  in  the  fall 
of  1809,  and  graduated  in  1813,  having  been  educated 
under  the  presidency  of  Dr.  Dwight,  whom  I  ever  re- 
garded as  one  of  the  best  and  greatest  of  men. 

Immediately  after  leaving  college,  I  entered  upon  the 
office  of  preceptor  of  the  academy  at  Monson,  in  this 
State.  I  took  up  my  residence  there  in  the  family  of 
Rev.  Dr.  Ely,  with  whom  I  studied  theology,,  and,  in 
October,  1814,  was  presented  by  him  to  the  Hampden 
Association,  for  a  license  to  preach  the  gospel,  which 
was  readily  granted.  I  continued  to  retain  my  connec- 
tion with  the  academy  till  the  spring  of  1816.  At  that 
time  I  was  invited  to  take  the  pastorate  of  the  church 
in  East  Hartford,  Connecticut,  and  was  ordained  on  the 
tw^enty-fourth  day  of  the  following  June.  After  labor- 
ing among  that  people  till  August,  1827,  I  requested  a 
dismission.  I  will  here  insert  a  brief  extract  from  the 
doings  of  the  church  at  a  meeting  holden  on  the  sixth 
day  of  August,  to  act  on  my  request :  "  We  regard  Mr. 
Fairchild  as  a  faithful  and  successful  minister  of  Christ 
He  has  labored  among  us  abundantly  in  word  and  doc- 
trine, and  we  esteem  him  highly  in  love  for  liis  works' 
sake.     Our  attachment  to  him  is  strong,  and  our  con- 
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fideace  in  him  nnahaken.  By  the  blessing  of  God  upon 
bis  labors,  this  church  has  been  greatly  enlarged.  More 
than  eighty  have  been  added  to  our  number  since  the 
present  year  commenced,  and  upwards  of  two  hundred 
during  his  ministry.  On  these  accounts  he  has  become 
dear  to  us,  and  we  cannot  indulge  the  thought  of  his 
leaving  us  without  peculiar  regret ;  and  we  consent  to 
submit  the  question  of  his  dismission  to  the  considera- 
tion and  decision  of  a  council,  at  his  own  urgent 
request." 

On  the  twenty-eighth  day  of  August  a  regular  eccle- 
siastical council  met  and  consummated  my  request 
The  last  paragraph  of  their  result  is  in  these  words : 
"  The  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild  being  thus  released  from  the 
pastoral  charge  of  this  people,  this  Ecclesiastjca!  Coun- 
eit  do  cheerfully  recommend  him  to  the  churches  of  our 
Lord,  wherever  Divine  Providence  may  direct  his  way, 
as  a  worthy  minister  of  Christ  Jesus.  Having  labored 
in  the  work  of  the  gospel  ministry  in  this  place,  during 
a  period  of  eleven  years,  it  has  pleased  the  God  of  all 
grace  to  accompany  his  labors,  from  time  to  time,  with 
a  divine  blessing,  and  to  grant  his  people  two  precious 
seasons  of  revival,  hopefully  calling  many  immortal 
souls  into  the  fold  of  Christ.  Endowed  with  rich  minis- 
terial gifts,  the  council  entertain  a  hope  that  he  may 
continiie  a  faithful  laborer  in  the  vineyard  of  his  Lord, 
and  be  instrumental,  by  divine  grace,  of  turning  many 
to  righteousnes,s," 

Eight  of  the  pastors,  who  had  been  my  neighbors  and 
associates  for  years,  gave  me  letters  when  I  left,  speak- 
ing of  me  in  terms  of  high  commendation  and  sincere 
affection,  which  letters  I  need  not  quote  here,  as  they 
were  all  published  in  my  pamphlet,  printed  in  1844, 
entitled   "  Iniquity  Unfolded."      Indeed,  I  should  not 
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have  deemed  it  necessary  even  to  refer  to  the  testimo- 
nials of  these  gentlemen,  or  to  publish  a  single  sentence 
from  the  doings  of  my  church  in  East  Hartford,  or  from 
the  result  of  the  council  that  dismissed  me,  had  not  the 
deacons  of  South  Boston  reported  the  story,  in  1842, 
that  my  character,  while  in  East  Hartford  in  1827,  was 
such  that  the  good  people  there  had  lost  all  confidence 
in  me ;  so  it  would  seem  as  if  that  story  was  more  than 
fourteen  years  in  travelling  from  East  Hartford  to  South 
Boston!  This  shows,  however,  with  what  ease  an 
enemy  can  find  a  dark  spot  in  his  neighbor's  character 
when  he  is  searching  for  it,  and  full  of  fear  lest  he 
should  be  unsuccessful.  It  shows,  too,  how  ready  some 
men  are  to  believe  what  they  wish  to  be  true.  Many 
instances  of  this  kind  far  more  remarkable  will  be  devel- 
oped in  the  progress  of  my  story. 

In  October,  1827,  I  was  invited  to  become  the  pastor 
of  the  church  in  South  Boston,  now  called  the  Phillips 
Church.  The  invitation  was  accepted,  and  my  installa- 
tion took  place  on  the  twenty-second  day  of  November. 
In  March,  1833,  I  was  called  to  the  pastorship  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Federal  street,  Newburyport 
Knowing  that  my  deacons  at  that  time  were  dissatisfied 
with  me,  and  believing  that  they  would  make  me  trouble 
if  I  remained  with  them,  I  was  on  the  point  of  accepting 
the  call,  when  a  paper  was  put  into  my  hands  contain- 
ing all  the  names  of  my  parishioners,  male  and  female, 
except  the  deacons,  urging  me  to  negative  the  call  and 
remain  with  them.  The  deacons  at  once  perceived  that 
if  I  left  it  would  be  on  their  account,  and  this  was  a 
responsibility  which  they  did  not  like  to  assume ;  one 
of  them,  therefore,  (Marcus  Whiting,)  immediately 
withdrew  to  another  church,  but  Deacon  Jeremy  Drake 
expressed  a  wish  to  remain,  to  which  I  acceded  after  his 
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most  solemn  assurance  that  he  would  give  me  no  more 
trouble,  and  that  if  he  should  ever  become  so  dissatisfied 
that  he  could  not  any  longer  sit  contentedly  under  my 
ministry,  he  would  silently  withdraw,  and  use  no  influ- 
ence against  me.  How  he  has  redeemed  his  pledge,  the 
reader  will  soon  have  an  opportunity  to  see  and  form 
his  own  judgment.  The  invitation  frpm  Newburyport 
w^as  declined,  and  I  decided  to  remain ;  a  decision  which 
has  been  a  matter  of  deep  regret  to  me  times  without 
number. 

As  I  am  now  about  to  enter  on  the  history  of  my 
troubles,  I  must  be  indulged  here  in  a  few  preliminary 
remarks.  In  January,  1852,  I  delivered  in  Trcmont 
Temple  an  address,  entitled  "  Ttie  New  Doctrine  of 
Clerical  Primlcge^^  which  was  soon  published.  In  the 
exordium  of  that  address  there  is  a  single  paragraph 
which  I  will  here  quote,  because  I  think  the  statement 
there  made  is  due  not  only  to  myself,  but  to  all  who  may 
be  induced  to  read  my  book,  whether  from  sympathy  or 
curiosity,  or  any  other  motive.  The  paragraph  is  as 
Jcj^ows :  — 

"  I  wish,  fellow-citizens,  to  state  to  you  here,  that  in 
some  parts  of  my  eventful  history,  especially  in  the  com- 
mencement of  my  troubles,  I  may  have  acted  impru- 
dently, but  not  wickedly, —  injudiciously,  but  not 
corruptly.  And  is  every  clergyman,  for  certain  solitary 
acts  of  imprudence  or  indiscretion,  to  be  pursued  and 
hunted  down  by  his  brethren,  without  mercy  or  remorse, 
till  they  have  made  him  everywhere,  so  far  as  in  them 
lay,  an  object  of  suspicion  and  distrust  ?  And  are  they 
never  to  cease  their  efforts  till  his  peaceful  and  unobtru- 
sive labors  among  a  quiet  and  united  people  are  ended  ? 
till  he  is  driven  from  the  pulpit,  and  they  scatter  as  sheep 
having  no  shepherd?     K  all  clergymen  were  to  be 
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treated  thus,  even  for  repeated  acts  of  imprudence  and 
indiscretion,  the  Lord  have  mercy  on  the  profession. 
Certain  I  am  that  many  who  are  now  in  it,  would  soon 
be  out  of  it, —  and  many  who  are  now  out  of  it  would 
never  enter  it  I  do  not  pretend  to  claim  exemption 
from  the  common  infirmities  of  men.  But  I  do  claim 
exemption  from  those  infamous  crimes  laid  to  my  charge, 
of  which  I  know  myself  to  be  innocent,  and  when  no  valid 
proof  has  been  or  can  be  adduced  to  sustain  them,  and 
especially  after  an  impartial  jury  has  unanimously  ac- 
quitted me  on  the  distinct  merits  of  the  case.  This  I 
do  claim ;  and  I  submit  it  to  your  judgment  whether  it 
be  not  a  righteous  claim." 

There  is  one  act  of  mine  deemed  by  many  as  very  in- 
judicious, and  for  which,  so  far  as  I  know,  I  have  been 
more  generally  censured  than  for  any  and  all  my  other 
acts, —  I  refer  to  the  payment  of  hush-money ;  this  has 
seemed  to  certain  minds  as  almost  a  confession  of  guilt. 
My  reasons  for  doing  so  I  have  stated  on  the  sixteenth 
page  of  my  pamphlet,  published  in  1844,  and  I  here  take 
pleasure  in  mentioning  what  I  know  to  be  true,  thal^a 
great  change  has  taken  place  in  the  views  of  people  in 
relation  to  this  matter ;  they  have  learnt  from  those  best 
qualified  to  know,  that  thousands  of  dollars  have  proba- 
bly been  paid  every  year  in  Boston,  by  innocent  men, 
rather  than  have  their  names  brought  before  the  public 
in  such  a  connection.  But  this  method  of  obtaining 
money  under  false  pretences,  or,  as  it  is  technically 
termed,  "  black-mailing,"  is  far  less  common  since  my 
trial  and  acquittal ;  for  the  public  mind  is  now  so  much 
enlightened  on  the  subject  that  an  innocent  man  is  well 
aware  that  very  little  credit  is  given  to  such  accusations, 
and  therefore  instead  of  paying  hush-money,  he  enters  a 
complaint  against  his  accusers,  which  usually  results  in 
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the  iiiflictioii  of  deserved  punishment  on  the  guilty,  and 
without  any  stain  on  his  own  reputation,  or  reproach  on 
bis  family  and  friends  ;  and  with  the  knowledge  which 
I  now  have,  this  is  the  course  which  I  should  have 
adopted,  and  which  I  would  earnestly  recommend  to  all 
who  may  hereafter  be  placed  in  similar  circumstances. 
Let  it  be  but  distinctly  known  beforehand  that  no  money 
will  be  given  these  false  accusers,  but  rather  a  complaint 
entered  before  the  proper  tribunal,  and  such  accusations 
will  be  "few  and  far  between."  It  is  true,  that  in  such 
a  case,  the  law  operates  greatly  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  accoacd,  and  altogether  in  favor  of  the  accuser ;  for 
the  man,  however  innocent  he  may  be,  is  not  allowed 
by  law  to  testify  in  the  matter,  while  his  accuser  has 
full  liberty,  and  can  be  discredited  only  by  an  impeach- 
ment of  her  testimony  ;  and  in  some  instances  this  may 
be  quite  a  difficult,  not  to  say  hazardous,  attempt.  And 
it  was  my  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  this  law,  which 
had  no  littJe  influence  on  my  course  of  action.  Why  a 
law,  which  seems  to  me  so  palpably  unjust  and  unequal, 
should  remain  on  our- statute-book,  is  a  question  for  our 
wise  legislators  to  settle. 

Having  made  these  preliminary  remarks,  I  will  now 
enter  upon  the  history  of  my  troubles.  From  the  time 
I  declined  the  call  at  Newburyport,  in  1833,  till  August, 
1841,  nothing  occurred  worthy  of  special  notice.  On 
tJie  twenty-seventh  day  of  that  month,  Deacon  Josiah 
Vinton  made  that  most  unrighteous  and  insulting  attack 
upon  me  which  I  (fave  described  on  the  twelfth  page  of 
"  Iniquity  Unfolded,"  and  which  it  is  unnecessary  for 
me  to  repeat.  Indeed,  all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  that  transaction, —  the  supposed  signals  inviting 
mc  to  my  neighbor's  house  for  a  vile  purpose, —  Dea- 
con Vinton  watching  me  secreted  behind  a  window- 
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blind  with  his  neighbor's  wife,  and  Deacon  Drake  at  the 
same  hour  waitching  me  from  the  scuttle  window  on  the 
roof  of  his  house,  at  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  when 
I  was  going  in  broad  dayh'ght  to  call  on  a  virtuous 
family,  without  even  suspecting  that  my  deacons  could 
be  so  employed  in  order  to  entrap  their  unoffending 
pastor,  not  having  given  me  the  least  previous  intima- 
tion in  private  that  my  calls  on  that  family  were  exciting 
suspicion  in  the  mind  of  any  one,  and  thus  telling  me 
my  fault  alone,  as  the  gospel  directs,  that  I  might  explain 
my  conduct,  so  that  all  further  occasion  for  evil  surmis- 
ings  might  be  avoided,  —  all  this,  I  say,  is  not  only  fully 
stated  in  my  pamphlet  of  1844,  but  it  has  all  been  criti- 
cally examined  and  thoroughly  sifted  by  six  gentlemen 
chosen  by  mutual  agreement,  to  hear  the  evidence  and 
pass  judgment  in  the  case,  as  a  board  of  reference ;  and 
at  the  proper  time  and  place  I  shall  insert  their  result  in 
fuU. 

When  the  deacons  told  me  of  the  watching  scene 
just  mentioned,  I  should  not  have  been  more  surprised 
if  they  had  suspected  me  of  murder.  I  assured  them 
that  their  suspicions  were  unfounded,  and  made  to  them 
all  the  explanations  which  truth  and  honesty  demanded. 
But  it  availed  nothing;  their  minds  were  made  up. 
They  however  professed  not  to  have  the  least  desire  to 
injure  me ;  they  only  wanted  a  new  minister,  having, 
as  they  said,  lost  all  confidence  in  me.  They  were 
willing,  as  they  said,  that  I  should  take  the  pastoral 
charge  of  any  other  church  out  of  South  Boston. 
Having  myself  felt  a  desire  for  years  to  be  relieved  of 
my  deacons,  I  thought  that  Providence  had  now  opened 
the  way  for  me  to  request  a  dismission  with  a  good 
conscience.  Accordingly,  I  very  unwisely  entered  into 
an  arrangement  with  tliem,  that  il  they  would  make  no 


UPB   OF  EEV.  J.   H.   FAIRCHILD.  9 

attack  on  my  character  by  proclaiming  their  suspicions, 
I  would  seek  a  new  field  of  labor,  and  enter  it  as  soon 
as  possible.  But  their  wicked  and  cruel  assault  so  dis- 
tressed me, —  the  thought  that  my  deacons,  who,  as  I 
well  knew,  were  my  worst  enemies,  should  place  me  in 
such  a  position,  so  affected  my  health  in  a  short  time, 
that  I  was  not  able  to  perform  my  pastoral  labors  ;  and 
instead  of  seeking  for  a  new  parish,  I  was  compelled  to 
look  after  my  health.  In  the  opening  of  the  spring  of 
1842,  finding  my  feebleness  increasing,  I  made  prepara- 
tion for  a  journey  to  Europe,  to  be  absent,  if  necessary, 
one  year.  But  the  latter  part  of  April,  about  two  weeks 
before  I  designed  to  leave  the  country,  the  demand  for 
money  was  made  upon  me  by  a  former  domestic,  who 
was  directed  to  come  to  me,  as  she  said,  by  a  married  sis- 
ter—  which  sister  shared  in  the  booty,  as  was  after\\'^ards 
proved  in  court  —  a  domestic  whom  I  had  not  seen  or 
beard  a  word  from  for  about  five  months.  I  yielded  to 
the  demand,  as  is  well  known  to  my  readers,  and  the 
circumstances  connected  with  it  I  afterwards  stated  in 
full  in  my  pamphlet  of  1844.  This  unhappy  occurrence 
determined  me  at  once  to  give  up  my  contemplated 
European  tour,  and  to  journey  in  the  southern  and  west- 
ern parts  of  this  country.  Accordingly,  I  resigned  my 
office  as  pastor  of  the  Phillips  Church,  on  the  fifteenth 
day  of  May.  When  my  letter  of  resignation  was  read 
in  the  presence  of  a  large  congregation,  it  took  almost 
every  one  by  surprise,  except  the  deacons ;  and  if  the 
people  had  then  known  what  was  the  probable  cause  of 
my  feeble  health, —  that  it  was  doubtless  induced  by  the 
conduct  of  my  deacons,  in  giving  heed  to  the  stories  of 
a  jealous  watcher-woman  residing  in  the  neighborhood, 
and  then  turning  watchers  themselves,  —  if  the  congre- 
gation, I  say,  had  been  aware  of  this  fact,  the  deacons 
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would  not  have  appeared  quite  so  much  elated,  as  I  was 
told  they  did,  while  my  letter  was  being  read.     In  that 
letter  I  gave  the  people  the  statistics  of  the  church  in  a 
single  paragraph,  which  I  will  here  quote.     In  referring 
to  the  time  when  I  took  charge  of  the  church,  in  Novem- 
ber, 1827,  I  said :  "  You  were  then  a  feeble  band.     The 
church  consisted  of  only  thirty-seven  members,  and  such 
had  been  your  trials  and  discouragements,  that  it  was 
quite  doubtful,  for  some  months,  whether  you  would 
disband  and  give  up  the  ground   to   be   occupied   by 
another  denomination,  or  make  one  further  effort,  tx)  gain 
strength  sufficient  to  retain  your  existence  as  a  distinct 
church  and  society.    Just  at  this  interesting  crisis  a  kind 
Providence  directed   my  steps  hither,  and  the   conse- 
quence was  that  a  united  and  pressing  invitation  was 
given  me  to  become  your  pastor.     By  the  advice  and 
urgent  request  of  the  late  Dr.  Wisner,  then  pastor  of  the 
Old  South  Church,  your  invitation  was  accepted ;  not 
because  this  was  the  most  inviting  field  of  labor  that 
presented  itself  to  my  notice,  nor  because  I  was  in  pur- 
suit of  ease,  worldly  honor,  or  interest ;  but  because  it 
was  deeply  impressed  on  my  mind  that  duty  to  Christ 
required  me  to  come  and  labor  among  you,  hoping,  un- 
der God,  that  I  might  be  the  means  of  saving  you,  as  a 
church,  from  utter  extinction.     At  that  time,  neither  you 
nor  1  had  much  reason  to  expect  that  our  connection 
would  continue  for  more  than  three  years.     But  it  has 
continued  for  fourteen  years  and  a  half.     And  now  be- 
hold what   great  things   the  Lord   hath   done  for  us. 
Since  the  time  of  my  installation,  we  have  admitted 
into  membership  in  this  church,  three  hundred  and  fifty- 
six;   of  this  number,  two   hundred   and   fifty-one  still 
remain  connected  with  us,  and  the   congregation  has 
increased  in  about  the  same  proportion." 
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Within  a.  few  days  I  commenced  my  jom-ney.  On 
the  second  day  of  June  a  council  convened  for  my  dis- 
miasion,  at  which  one,  if  not  both  the  deacons  were 
present;  but  they  never  uttered  a  word,  or  made  the 
least  insinuation  against  my  moral  character.  The  coun- 
cil dismissed  me  with  clean  papers,  speaking  of  me  in 
terms  of  high  commendation,  the  deacons  sitting  silently 
by  all  the  while,  and  believing  me  a  knave  and  a  hypo- 
crite ;  thus  allowing  the  council  to  send  forth  one  whom 
they  deemed  "a  wolf  in  sheep's  clothing,"  to  scatter  and 
devour  some  innocent  and  unsuspecting  Hock. 

In  my  interviews  with  the  deacons  after  learning  what 
tbey  had  been  doing,  and  before  as  well  as  after  enter- 
ing into  the  agreement  just  mentioned,  I  assured  them 
in  the  most  unequivocal  terms,  that  nothing  could  in- 
duce me  to  remain  with  them,  even  though  tbey  should 
make  a  suitable  apology ;  for  I  was  so  constituted  that 
it  was  impossible  for  me  ever  to  feel  safe  as  pastor  of 
that  church,  in  connection  with  such  deacons.  I  re- 
peatedly told  them  that  I  would  not  and  could  not 
remain,  unless  compelled  to  do  so  in  order  to  vindicate 
my  character  from  their  aspersions,  at  the  same  time 
entreating  them  that  if  they  had  any  charge  which  they 
ever  intended  to  prefer  and  substantiate  against  me,  to 
do  it  while  I  remained  pastor  of  the  church,  that  I  might 
be  in  a  suitable  position  to  meet  it.  But  they  were  not 
prepared,  when  the  council  met  for  my  dismission,  to 
violate  their  solemn  promise  to  keep  their  suspicions  to 
themselves,  and  so  they  deferred  that  treacherous  act  till 
after  I  was  happily  settled  in  Exeter. 

I  must  be  permitted  here  to  say  that  if  this  transac- 
tion were  to  occur  again,  I  should  take  a  very  differenl 
course.  If  a  deacon  or  any  one  else  should  ever  come 
QpoD  mc  again  in  like  manner,  depend  upon  it,  there 
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would  be  no  compromise  between  us;  but  I  would  meet 
the  case  at  once  by  demanding  proof,  or  a  retraction  of 
the  charge,  or  an  investigation  before  some  tribunal  com- 
petent to  try  the  case,  and  inflict  deserved  punishment. 
To  enter  into  compromises  under  such  circumstances 
with  known  enemies,  though  they  may  be  deacons,  is 
madness ;  for  they  are  not  to  be  trusted.  I  should  not 
probably  do  exactly  as  a  brother  clergyman  told  me  he 
would.  Said  he,  "  if  Deacon  Vinton  had  come  upon  me 
in  that  manner,  instead  of  entering  into  compromises,  I 
would  have  taken  him  by  the  collar  of  his  coat,  and  drag- 
ged him  to  the  first  person  I  met,  and  then  dared  him  to 
repeat,  in  the  presence  of  that  witness,  what  he  had 
just  said  to  me."  But  I  was  timid, —  unaccustomed  to 
contention, —  thought  much  of  my  reputation, —  was  not 
a  lawyer  or  a  merchant,  who  could  meet  such  an  attack 
with  less  injury,  but  a  teacher  of  religion  and  morals, 
whose  influence  would  be  greatly  impaired  if  his  purity 
were  even  suspected.  But  I  can  now  only  say  as  I  did 
about  the  payment  of  hush-money,  "  what  is  done,  can- 
not be  undone." 


CHAPTER  II. 

I  RETURNED  firom  my  journey  early  in  September,  with 
my  health  somewhat  improved,  but  still  quite  feeble.  I 
preached  occasionally  one  sermon  on  the  Sabbath,  as  a 
labor  of  love  for  some  neighboring  pastor ;  and  during 
most  of  the  months  of  December  and  January,  I  was 
able  to  supply  the  pulpit  of  a  vacant  church  in  Maiden* 
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During  this  period,  Rev.  William  W.  Patton  was  or- 
dained as  my  sncceasor  over  the  Phillips  Church,  though 
the  deacons  so  managed,  in  order  to  show  me  their  con- 
tempt, as  to  prevent  an  invitation  being  extended  to  me 
to  sit  as  a  member  of  the  ordaining  council,  which 
excited  a  good  deal  of  feeling  and  inquiry,  both  within 
and  without  the  council.  In  February  I  received  an 
invitation  to  preach  to  the  Fir.'^t  Church  in  Exeter.  As 
my  health  was  not  fully  confirmed,  I  consented  to  oc- 
cupy their  pulpit  from  the  first  of  March  tOl  September, 
^th  the  understanding  that  if  my  health  should  be 
restored,  and  they  should  then  desire  it,  I  would  consent 
to  become  their  settled  pastor.  Accordingly  I  received 
a  call  after  laboring  among  them  about  six  months,  and 
waa  installed  on  the  twentieth  day  of  September,  1843. 
Rev.  N.  Adams  preached  the  sermon,  Dr.  Codman  gave 
the  charge,  and  Rev.  Hubbard  Winalow;  addressed  the 
people.  Soon  after  this,  I  was  notified  by  a  friend  of 
mine  residing  in  Boston,  that  Deacon  Vinton  and  others 
were  circulating  stories  to  my  injury.  And  on  inquiry 
I  was  satisfied  that  the  pledges  given  me  by  the  deacons 
had  been  violated.  Passing  over  what  took  place  from 
that  time  till  March,  by  way  of  correspondence  and 
otherwise,  I  would  here  state  that  two  anonymous  let- 
ters came  into  the  post-olfico  at  Exeter,  dated  the  one 
March  fifteenth,  and  the  other  March  twenty-ninth, 
addressed  to  Rev.  Henry  Jewell,  the  minister  of  the 
Universalist  Society,  and  James  Biuley,  Esq.,  a  leading 
member  of  the  same  society,  and  cashier  of  the  Granite 
Bank.  Both  these  letters  contained  the  grossest  slan- 
ders respecting  me,  and  referred  to  the  deacons  of  the 
Phillips  Church,  South  Boston,  as  their  authority. 
Messrs.  Jewell  and  Burley  kept  these  letters  to  them- 
■etves  and  said  nothing,  contrary  to  the  expectation  oC 
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the  wnriters,  who  doubtless  supposed  that  as  these  gen- 
tlemen were  Uuiversalists,  they  would  rejoice  to  find 
something  against  an  Orthodox  clergyman.  But  the 
anonymous  writers,  linding  that  they  could  not  set  the 
stories  in  circulation  in  this  way,  soon  fell  upon  another 
expedient.  Accordingly,  on  the  sixteenth  day  of  April, 
an  anonymous  printed  circular  came  into  the  post-office, 
headed  "A  Wolf  in  Sheep's  Clotuinc;,"  and  signed 
"  Epaphroditus,"  directed  to  some  thirty  or  forty  heads 
of  families  in  the  town.  This  was  a  long  docmnent, 
abounding  in  vile  and  slanderous  assertions, — alluding 
to  the  agreement  between  the  deacons  and  myself,  and 
again  referring  to  them  as  authority. 

This  infamous  circular  being  thus  introduced  into  the 
families  of  the  village,  soon  brought  together  the  leading 
members  of  my  church  for  consultation.  As  the  circu- 
lar was  anonymous,  it  was  at  first  deemed  unworthy  of 
notice.  It  was  argued  by  the  brethren  that  if  the  deacons 
of  the  Phillips  Church  had  any  thing  against  my  moral 
character,  they  ought,  as  honest  men,  to  have  made  the 
fact  known  to  the  people  of  Exeter  before  my  installa- 
tion, and  not  have  sutfered  me  to  leave  South  Boston 
with  such  high  testimonials  of  character,  and  thus  prac- 
tise a  gross  imposition  upon  them,  especially  as  I  had 
been  laboring  among  them  for  six  months  previous  to 
my  iiistallation,  as  the  deacons  well  knew ;  and  moreover 
knowing  the  very  day  appointed  for  the  ceremony  to 
take  place,  and  the  very  clergymen  in  their  immediate 
vicinity  who  were  to  take  part  in  the  installing  services. 
But  inasmuch  as  the  deacons  of  the  Phillips  Church 
were  so  explicitly  and  boldly  referred  to,  it  was  thought 
best  that  tvvo  of  the  brethren  should  visit  South  Boston 
to  make  inquiry  into  the  matter.  They  did  so ;  and  on 
their  return  reported  that  the  circular  was  got  up  by  my 
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personal  enemies,  who  were  bent  on  my  ruin.  On  in- 
quiring of  the  neighbors  they  ascertained  tlie  hostile 
feelings  of  the  deacons'  towards  mc,  and  also  of  the 
Dunham  family.  They  had  a  personal  interview  with 
Mr.  Dunham ;  and  they  afterwards  published  a  state- 
ment of  what  he  said,  from  which  I  take  the  following 
extract :  "  We  called  at  the  house  of  Josiah  Dunham  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what  Mr.  Dnnliam  wovdd 
Bay  in  relation  to  an  anonymous  circular  which  had 
been  distributed,  defamatory  to  the  character  of  Eev, 
Mr.  Fairchild.  Mr.  Dunham,  without  any  hesitation, 
denied  all  knowledge  of  the  circular,  both  in  respect  to 
its  author,  origin,  or  publication.  He  said  that  Mr. 
Fairchild  was  a  rascal  and  a  villain,  and  he  could  prove 
it.  He  is  as  big  a  rascal  as  ever  wore  a  black  coat ;  and 
I  will  leave  no  stone  unturned  imtil  I  get  him  out  of  the 
pulpit.  Down  with  him,  and  tell  what  I  say  every- 
where. It  was  evident  from  this  conversation  that  Mr. 
Dunham  was  the  detennined  foe  of  Mr.  Fairchild ;  and 
althougli  he  denied  all  knowledge  of  the  circular,  he  yet 
voluntarily  made  charges  of  a  character  equally  severe." 
When  afterwards  the  deacons  were  questioned  on  the 
subject,  they  made  the  same  denial.  Nobody  seemed 
to  know  where  the  ciretilar  came  from;  and  it  is  with- 
out acknowledged  paternity  to  this  day.  But  as  it 
got  into  the  post-office,  and  into  many  of  the  families 
at  Eicter,  and  as  it  could  not  possibly  be  without 
parentage,  every  reader  must  be  left  to  draw  his  own 
inference  as  to  its  origin.  1  do  not  wish  ray  worst 
enemy  unjustly  to  suffer  the  imputation  and  disgrace  of 
being  the  author  of  that  foul  and  ignominious  publica- 
tion. But  1  shall  soon  have  occasion  to  mention  other 
publications  equally  foul  and  ignominious,  the  authors 
of  which  are  well  known,  notwithstanding  their  artful 
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and  unbecoming  attempts  at  concealment.  Shortly 
after  the  return  of  these  two  bretliren  to  Exeter,  and 
their  report  of  what  they  had  ascertained  at  South  Bos- 
ton, I  was  satisfied  that  the  deacons  and  Dunhams  had 
gone  so  far,  and  said  so  much,  that  there  must  be  an 
investigation.  Accordingly,  I  requested,  through  Rev. 
N.  Adams  of  Boston,  then  my  friend,  that  he  would 
advise  as  to  what  method  had  better  be  taken  to  inves- 
tigate the  matter.  At  his  suggestion,  and  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  deacons,  the  board  of  reference  already  men- 
tioned, was  constituted,  and  the  case  referred  to  them 
for  their  final  action  and  decision. 

The  referees  met  at  South  Boston  on  the  eighth  day 
of  May,  1844.  They  examined  critically  and  thoroughly 
all  the  evidence.  They  held  three  long  and  tedious 
sessions,  commencing  each  day  soon  after  two  o'clock, 
and  continuing  till  nearly  midnight.  They  gave  full 
liberty  to  the  deacons  to  say  all  they  had  to  say,  not 
only  about  my  deportment  while  a  resident  of  South 
Boston,  but  also  about  my  imputed  misconduct  when  I 
was  pastor  of  the  church  in  East  Hartford.  They  did 
not  restrict  the  deacons  at  all,  but  allowed  them  to  be- 
gin, if  they  chose,  as  one  of  the  referees  expressed  it, 
"  from  the  fall  of  Adam,  and  come  down  to  the  present 
time."  And  when  they  closed,  the  chairman  asked 
them,  "  Gentlemen,  have  you  done  ?  Is  this  all  ? " 
They  answered,  "  Y<?5." 

My  readers  may  here  wish  to  know  what  was  meant 
by  my  delinquencies  at  East  Hartford.  I  feel  it  due  to 
them  as  well  as  to  myself,  to  make  a  brief  statement 
with  regard  to  that  "matter.  Soon  after  my  return  from 
the  West,  in  the  fall  of  1842,  Deacon  Vinton  read  to  me 
certain  detached  parts  of  a  letter  which  he  had  received 
from  somebody  in  Connecticut,  which  seemed  to  cast 
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some  suspicion  on  my  character.     But  I  could  not  pre- 
vail on  him  to  name   the  author,  or  let  me  read  the 
letter.     But  from  a  remark  incidentally  made  by  him,  I 
inferred  that  it  came  from  East  Hartford.     I  immedi- 
ately wrote   a  letter  to  the  Rev.  Samuel  Spring,  my 
successor  in  the  ministry  there,  to  ascertain  from  him 
whether  he  could  give  me  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject.    He  replied  that  Deacon  Vinton  had  written  to 
him,  and  that  he  had  returned  an  answer,  and  expressed 
a  wish  that  I  could  read  it.     He  assured  me  that  there 
was  nothing  in  it,  taken  as  a  whole,  which  could  be 
construed  to  my  injury.     And  from  his  account  of  it, 
the  deacon's  letter  must  have  been  not  a  little  crafty 
and   deceptive.     I  then  wrote   to    IVIr.    Spring  again, 
stating  to  him  at  some  length  the  course  which  my 
deacons  had  pursued  towards  me.     He  wrote   me   a 
second  letter,  dated  January   14th,  1843,  from  which 
I  will  take  a  single  extract,     "  I  authorize  you  to  say  to 
him,*'    (Deacon  Vinton,)  "  from  me,  using  this  or  my 
last  letter,  or  both  or  neither,  as  you  please,  for  proof, 
that  no  charge  of  a  criminal  nature  was  brought  before 
the  council  at  the  time  of  yoin*  dismission  ;  nor  was  a 
whisper  uttered  derogatory  to  yoin*  character  as  a  Chris- 
tian minister ;  nor  did  a  thought,  so  far  as  I  know,  ever 
enter  the  mind  of  one  of  them  that  would  implicate 
your  purity  or  morality  in  any  respect.     This,  I  think, 
my  dear  brother,  will  correct  any  misapprehension  which 
my  letter  may  possibly  have  occasioned.     And  there  is 
one  reason  why  it  should  be  in  your  possession  rather 
than  in  his.     He  might  not  be  disposed  to  use  it  at  all. 
Men  are  usually  not  prompt  to  correct  their  own  mis- 
takes."    Of  the  truth  of  this  last  remark,  my  readers 
will  find  abundant  proof  as  they  peruse  this  volume. 
not  only  in  reference  to  deacons,  but  pastors  of  churches. 

2* 
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After  the  evidence  was  all  in,  and  the  deacons  had 
nothing  more  to  say,  the  referees,  having  been  alone  an 
hour  or  two,  to  ascertain  each  other's  views,  adjourned 
from  the  tenth  to  the  fifteenth  day  of  May,  to  meet  in 
Boston,  at  the  house  of  Rev.  Mr.  Winslow,  there  to 
make  up  their  final  judgment  in  the  case.  They  met 
accordingly,  and  having  sat  in  secret  session  from  the 
early  part  of  the  evening  till  after  midnight,  they  came 
to  the  following  unanimous  result :  — 

At  the  request  of  the  Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild,  of  Exeter,  New 
Hampshire,  the  undersigned  met  at  South  Boston,  on  the  8th 
of  May,  1844,  to  investigate  charges  made  against  his  moral 
character,  in  an  anonymous  circular  which  had  been  recently 
distributed  in  Exeter  and  elsewhere. 

In  this  circular,  the  deacons  of  the  Phillips  Church  in  South 
Boston  were  referred  to  as  having  facts  in  their  possession  sus- 
taining the  aforesaid  charges. 

Having  been  applied  to  by  members  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Fair- 
child's  church  in  Exeter,  to  communicate  these  facts,  the  dea- 
cons of  Phillips  Church  properly  declined  to  do  so,  except  in 
the  presence  of  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild.  Accordingly,  the  under- 
signed were  requested  by  him,  with  the  concurrence  of  tlie  dea- 
cons at  South  Boston,  to  hear  these  facts  with  him,  and  with  two 
brethren  of  his  church  in  Exeter. 

The  deacons  of  the  Phillips  Church  then  stated  that  they  did 
not  know  the  origin  of  the  circular,  and  that  there  were  asser- 
tions in  it  which  they  believed  to  be  utterly  false.  They  dis- 
avowed any  intention  or  wish  to  injure  the  reputation  of  Mr. 
Fairchild,  and  stated  that  though  impressions  had  been  made 
upon  them  by  what  had  come  to  their  knowledge  derogatory  to 
his  character,  they  had  been  cautious  and  reserved,  (and  as 
some  might  think  to  a  fault,)  in  not  making  a  public  disclosure 
of  them,  or  of  the  circumstances  from  which  they  were  derived. 
But  now,  as  they  had  been  referred  to  in  the  circular,  and  had 
been  appealed  to  by  members  of  the  church  in  Exeter,  they 
were  willing,  if  requested  by  Mr.  Fairchild,  to  state  all  the 
facts  within  their  knowledge  which  had  served  to  excite  against 
him  suspicions  of  conduct  or  intentions  inconsistent  with  the 
Christian  character. 

The  deacons  of  Phillips  Church,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Fair- 
child,  th(*n  made  a  statement,  accompanied  with  the  testimony 
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0f  Other  inilividuals,  members  of  gaid  church.  A  coirespond- 
eacc  of  great  length,  growing  out  of  the  facts  in  question,  waa 
&lso  read. 

Atler  a  protracted  and  laborious  investigation  of  all  the  par- 
ticulars touching  tliis  subject,  the  undersigned  are  cou:>tniiued 
to  saj  that  the  circum Glances  broug)it  to  view  aa  tending  to  ex- 
cile  suspicion  against  the  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild,  do  not  ini|Miir  our 
confidence  in  his  moral  or  Christian  character.  In  this  remark, 
we  include  also  alleged  misconduct  on  his  part  while  pastor  of 
a  church  in  East  Hartford,  Connecticut ;  and  we  are  happy  to 
stale  that  after  a  severe  and  thorough  scrutiny,  nothing  has  ap- 
peared in  any  part  of  his  life  which  prevents  us  from  according 
to  him  our  full  confidence  aa  a  minister  of  Cliriat. 

We  are  happy,  therefore,  to  assure  the  church  in  Exeter, 
under  tlio  care  of  Rev.  ilr.  Fairchild,  that  so  far  as  our  knowl- 
edge extends,  ihey  may  continue  to  cherish  an  undiminished 
confidence  ill  him. 

We  indulge  the  hope  that  our  judgment  in  the  case,  having 
been  virtually  though  not  formally  invited  by  thoi>e  who  have 
submitted  the  testimony,  will  have  weight  with  them,  and  that 
the  Rev.  Mr,  Fairchild  will  be  able  to  pursue  the  work  of  the 
ministry  with  his  former  faithfulness  and  success. 

H.   WlNSLOW, 

N,  Adams, 
W.  A,  Stearns, 
Tho.  M.  Vinson, 
Natii'l  Dana, 
Daniel  No  yes. 
Boaiov,  iUj  isth,  1S44. 

A  true  copy — Attest,  W,  A.  Stearns,  Scribe, 

This  result  wae  to  the  deacons  a  most  afflictive  dis- 
pensation of  Providence.  Perhaps  no  calamity  had 
ever  befallen  them  during  their  preceding  life,  to  which 
they  submitted  with  so  ill  a  grace.  But  they  seem  to 
have  recovered  very  soon  from  their  shock,  and  to  have 
entered  on  their  enterprise  again  in  another  direction, 
with  new  life  and  zeal.  Just  one  month  to  a  day  after 
the  result  of  the  referees  was  signed  and  delivered,  I 
received  at  Exeter  a  letter  from  Rev.  N.  Adams,  inform- 
ing me  that  certain  papers  had  been  put  into  his  handa 
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accusing  me  of  improper  connection  with  a  female  who 
had  been  my  servant-maid  some  two  or  three  years  be- 
fore. The  papers,  as  it  afterwards  appeared,  were  pro- 
cured at  the  instance  of  Deacon  Drake,  and  carried  by 
him  to  Rev.  Mr.  Aiken,  then  pastor  of  Park  Street 
Church,  and  by  Mr.  Aiken  to  Mr.  Adams.  The  letter 
giving  me  this  information,  came  into  my  hands  on 
Saturday  the  fifteenth  of  June,  1844.  I  took  the  first 
train  of  cars  on  Monday  morning,  Mrs.  Fairchild  ac- 
companying  me,  and  arrived  at  the  house  of  Mr.  Adams 
about  nine  o'clock.  I  was  in  due  time  admitted  into 
his  library,  where  I  foimd  all  save  one  of  the  referees 
who  had  just  sat  on  my  case.  Rev.  Mr.  Stearns,  then 
of  Cambridgeport,  but  now  president  of  Amherst  Col- 
lege, was  absent  on  a  journey.  But  before  my  arrival, 
as  was  afterwards  testified  by  Col.  Vinson,  Dr.  Adams 
called  on  the  colonel  at  his  place  of  business  to  take 
him  in  his  chaise  to  his  library  to  meet  the  other 
referees,  and  while  on  the  way  thither  he  remarked  to 
the  colonel,  "  In  the  other  case  the  matter  was  very  clear. 
But  in  this  case,  I  do  not  see  one  chance  in  a  hundred 
for  Brother  Fairchild's  escape."  This  he  said  before  he 
had  seen  me  or  heard  of  my  arrival.  When  I  entered 
his  house,  as  I  have  been  told,  he  expressed  great  sur- 
prise. He  doubtless  expected  that  I  should  be  so 
frightened  on  the  receipt  of  his  letter,  that  instead  of 
turning  my  face  towards  Boston,  I  should  turn  it  in  an 
opposite  direction.  I  will,  however,  do  him  the  justice 
to  say  that  he  remarked  to  one  of  the  referees,  that  my 
volunitary  appearance  at  his  house  that  morning  brought 
great  relief  to  his  mind.  But  it  would  seem  that  his 
relief  lasted  only  till  the  next  day. 

The  papers  containing  the  charges  against  me  were 
read  by  Dr.  Adams.    I  will  here  relate  what  then  took 
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place  by  quoting  from  the  testimony  of  Col.  Vinson  on 
the  stand  in  court.  "  Mr.  Fairchild  was  asked  by  Mr. 
Adams  if  he  wrote  the  letter  just  read?  He  replied 
that  he  did,  and  called  for  the  reading  of  his  first  letter 
to  her.  Mr.  Adams  replied  that  it  had  been  destroyed. 
Mr.  Fairchild  expressed  great  regret  at  its  destruction, 
and  said  that  letter  would  explain  why  he  had  written 
this,  and  that  it  was  a  conspiracy  to  destroy  him.  Dr. 
Adams  then  said  it  was  strange  that  he  did  not  upbraid 
her  and  her  associates  for  their  conspiracy.  Mr.  Fair- 
child  replied  that  he  charged  it  home  upon  them  as  hard 
as  he  could,  and  if  that  letter  was  produced  it  would 
show  it.  Dr.  Adams  questioned  him  very  closely  as  to 
what  connection  of  any  sort  or  kind  he  had  ever  had 
with  her  which  could  have  led  her  to  make  such  a  charge 
against  him.  Mr.  Fairchild  denied,  in  the  most  un- 
equivocal maimer,  that  he  had  ever  had  any  carnal 
knowledge  of  her.  He  said  that  her  charges  were  a 
tissue  of  falsehoods  from  beginning  to  end,  and  that  he 
never  touched  the  girl."  This  is  the  principal  part  of 
the  colonel's  testimony  in  relation  to  this  point.  And 
it  agrees  essentially  with  his  testimony  as  noted  down 
at  the  time  by  Mr.  Clifford,  my  senior  counsel. 

The  referees  remained  a  short  time  together  for  con- 
sultation; and  their  advice  on  the  whole  was  that  I 
should  get  those  persons  indicted  as  conspirators.  Ac- 
cordingly, I  called  in  the  afternoon  on  Bradford  Sumner, 
Esq.,  who  was  at  that  time  almost  the  only  counsellor 
at  the  Suffolk  bar  with  whom  I  had  any  acquaintance. 
I  stated  the  case  to  him,  and  asked  his  advice.  After 
making  many  inquiries,  and  examining  and  cross-ex- 
amining me  very  critically  and  thoroughly,  he  saw,  or 
thought  he  saw,  a  deep  laid  plot  to  accomplish  my  ruin. 
He  said  that  I  must  proceed  with  caution ;  for  he  well 
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knew  what  an  unscrupulous  set  I  had  to  deal  with.  He 
said  that  if  I  got  them  indicted,  they  would  also  get  me 
indicted ;  and  I  understood  him  to  say  that  the  fact  of 
their  being  indicted  first  would  not  make  it  sure  that 
they  would  be  tried  first.  He  further  said  that  if  my 
enemies  could  by  any  means  convict  me  of  perjury  they 
would  do  it,  for  the  purpose  of  inflicting  on  me  all  the 
pains  and  penalties  of  perjiu-y,  and  thus  accomplish  my 
ruin.  Not  being  willing  to  run  such  a  risk,  I  returned 
to  report  to  Mr.  Adams.  He  was  not  satisfied  with  this 
advice,  and  expressed  a  wish  that  I  could  consult  Mr. 
Choate.  I  did  not,  however,  call  on  any  other  lawyer, 
but  concluded  to  return  to  Exeter  in  the  cars  next 
morning.  I  spent  the  night  with  Mr.  Adams.  During 
the  evening  he  went  over  to  South  Boston  to  ascertain 
what  was  going  on  there.  He  called  on  Deacon  Drake 
and  learnt  that  preparation  was  being  made  to  get  me 
indicted.  He  retinrned  and  reported  accordingly;  and 
though  he  had  obtained  the  deacon's  promise  that 
nothing  further  should  be  done  at  present,  yet  my  con- 
fidence in  his  promises  was  gone,  and  I  was  so  ignorant 
of  the  forms  of  law  in  such  matters  as  not  to  know  but 
that  any  city  officer  of  the  police  had  authority  to  arrest 
me  at  the  bare  request  of  Deacon  Drake,  on  the  repre- 
sentation made  by  him  that  I  was  about  to  leave  the 
State.  I  was  therefore  apprehensive  that  I  might  be 
arrested  in  the  morning  before  I  could  reach  the  depot 
I  retired  at  ten  o'clock, but  not  to  sleep;  having  pre- 
viously made  arrangements  with  Mr.  Adams  to  leave  his 
house  at  half-past  six  o'clock  in  the  morning,  not  expect- 
ing to  see  him  again.  Soon  after  daylight  I  arose,  and 
went  for  a  carriage  to  convey  Mrs.  Fairchild  and  myself 
to  the  depot.  The  carriage  was  to  be  there  precisely  at 
half-past  sLx  o'clock ;  the  time  had  nearly  arrived,  and  T 
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wras  frequently  going  to  tlic  front  door  or  window  to  look 
out  for  the  carriage  at  the  head  of  the  court,  as  it  could 
Dot  enter  the  court  on  account  of  obstructions  occasioned 
by  building  materials  lying  scattered  around.  The  ex- 
cited state  of  mind  in  which  I  then  was,  the  reader  can 
better  imagine  than  I  describe.  At  this  moment  Mr. 
Adams  came  down  from  his  chamber.  This  circum- 
stance I  well  recollect ;  but  1  have  no  distinct  recollection 
of  any  thing  which  took  place  after  he  entered  the  room 
where  I  was.  Mrs.  Fairchild  and  Dr.  Adams  arc  the 
only  witnesses  of  what  then  transpired.  He  says  that 
he  f  ooli  me  into  the  back  parlor,  and  there  put  to  me  a 
certain  question,  and  that  I  gave  him  no  answer.  He 
further  says  that  if  I  had  answered  the  question  to  his 
satisfaction,  he  would  have  stood  by  me  to  the  death,  if 
all  others  had  forsook  me ;  but  as  1  was  silent,  the  im- 
pression of  my  guilt  was  fastened  on  his  mind,  which 
he  has  never  been  able  to  get  rid  of.  I  had  answered 
the  question  the  day  before  in  the  presence  of  the 
referees,  in  the  most  imequivocal  manner,  as  was  proved 
by  Colonel  Vinson,  whose  testimony  I  have  just  related. 
In  reply  to  all  this,  Mr.  Adams  says  that  1  was  not  ex- 
cited,—  that  when  he  came  down  from  his  chamber  I 
was  calmly  reading  a  newspaper  I  To  this  statement 
Mrs.  Fairchild  gives  an  unqualified  denial.  I  leave  the 
reader  to  judge  between  them.  Here  is  tlie  starting  jwint 
ofMf.  Adam^s  opposition  to  me  ;  ami  I  beg  every  reader  to 
bear  this  fact  distinctly  in,  miad^  as  it  will  enable  kirn  to  ac- 
count for  certain  transactions  soon  to  be  narra/eil,  wkvth 
otherioise  will  be  wholly  inexplicable. 

I  will  now  quote  a  paragraph  from  my  pamphlet 
"  Iniquity  Unfolded."  "  In  this  state  of  mind  I  returned 
to  Exeter,  hardly  knowing  where  I  was,  or  where  I  had 
been.     "When  I  look  back  to  that  period  there  seems  a 
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mist  of  confusion  and  indistinctness  about  it  which  I 
cannot  explain,  except  on  the  ground  that  my  mind  was 
then  in  an  incipient  state  of  derangement  which  soon 
became  complete,  to  the  utter  dethronement  of  my  rea- 
son. Scarcely  knowing  what  I  did,  (for  I  considered 
myself  a  ruined  man,)  I  called  my  church  together,  made 
a  brief  statement  of  my  case,  asserted  my  innocence, 
resigned  my  office,  and  before  morning  became  a  raving 
maniac!  Early  on  the  second  morning  I  made  the 
attempt  on  my  life,  which  was  described  by  Dr.  Perry 
before  the  council.  The  loss  of  blood  soon  restored  my 
reason ;  and  I  verily  believed  that  my  days  and  troubles 
were  ended,  —  that  my  enemies  had  accomplished  all 
they  could  do,  and  would  of  course  be  satisfied,  though 
I  fervently  prayed  thcn^  and  do  now^  that  God  would 
forgive  them  their  wrongs  to  a  man  who  had  never  de- 
signedly injured  them,  or  thrown  a  straw  in  their  way. 
After  my  recovery,  I  was  told  that  my  derangement 
broke  out  in  all  its  fury  sometime  after  midnight,  and 
that  when  the  doctor  and  other  gentlemen  came  in  I 
was  afraid  of  them  till  assured  that  they  were  my 
friends,  and  that  I  then  embraced  them  with  much 
affection,  and  inquired  with  great  agitation  and  terror 
whether  Vinton  and  Drake  were  there  ;  entreating  that 
if  they  were,  I  might  be  kept  from  them ;  but  not  even 
then  expressing  the  least  enmity  towards  them,  or  any 
desire  to  injure  them." 

During  that  very  day  on  the  morning  of  which  I  left 
the  house  of  Mr.  Adams,  a  clergyman  from  a  neighbor- 
ing town  called  to  see  him,  to  whom  he  told  the  story. 
The  clergyman  said  that  he  could  not  believe  it.  Mr. 
Adams  replied  that  there  was  no  doubt  about  it,  and  by 
way  of  confirmation  added,  —  "  I  saw  the  picture  of  hell 
in  his  countenance."     Soon  after  this,  in  a  conversation 
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with  Dr.  Burgess  of  Dedham,  and  speaking  confidently 
of  my  guilt,  he  said,  — "  When  Mr.  Faircliild  left  my 
door  that  morning,  I  followed  him  with  my  eye  up  the 
court,  and  I  could  not  help  saying  to  myself,  —  there 
goes  hell." 

Soon  after  the  sad  oceurrence  at  Exeter  just  men- 
tioned, which  happened  the  twentieth  day  of  June,  the 
Suffolk  South  Association,  of  which  I  was  then  a  mem- 
ber, held  a  special  meeting,  and  appointed  a  committee 
to  investigate  this  matter  and  report  at  a  future  meet- 
ing. This  committee  consisted  of  Rev.  Messrs,  Samuel 
H.  Riddel,  Edward  Beecher,  and  Austin  Phelps ;  but  as 
Mr.  Phelps  declined  serving.  Dr.  Adams  was  appointed 
in  his  place.     Mr.  Riddel  was  chosen  chairman. 

About  two  weeks  after  the  above-named  incident,  so 
nearly  fatal  to  my  life,  I  received  a  letter  from  the  chair- 
man, dated  July  5th,  summoning  me  to  meet  that  com- 
mittee at  a  room  in  the  Marlboro'  Hotel,  to  confront  my 
accusers.  I  will  here  quote  the  first  paragraph :  "  §ir, 
the  committee  appointed  by  the  Suffolk  South  Asso- 
ciation to  investigate  the  charges  made  against  you, 
have  fixed  upon  Tuesday,  July  9th,  instant,  at  ten 
o'clock,  A.  M.,  as  the  ^  time  when  they  will  give  you  an 
opportunity  to  meet  your  accusers  face  to  face  in  the 
presence  of  the  committee ;  and  to  bring  forward  any 
testimony  or  other  evidence  which  you  may  have  to 
produce  in  your  own  vindication  against  said  charges." 
When  this  letter  was  received  I  was  still  very  feeble. 
What  testimony  or  evidence  the  chairman  thought  I 
could  produce  in  so  short  a  time  is  utterly  beyond  my 
power  to  conceive.  But,  feeble  as  I  then  was,  I  at  first 
agreed  to  obey  the  summons.  But  my  persecutors  at 
South  Boston,  probably  aware  that  I  might  come,  had 
succeeded  a  few  days  before,  as  I  was  crei^bly  informed, 
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in  obtaining  an  indictment  against  me,  doubtless  for  the 
purpose  of  seizing  me  on  my  arrival  in  Boston.  This, 
among  other  reasons,  determined  me  to  submit  my  case 
to  an  ecclesiastical  council  as  soon  as  I  could  make  the 
necessary  preparation,  to  be  convened  at  Exeter. 

It  was  well  that  I  did  not  go  to  meet  the  committee 
on  the  10th  of  July,  for,  as  it  afterwards  appeared,  my 
case  was  at  that  very  time  before  the  grand-jury,  and 
Messrs.  Adams  and  Beecher,  two  of  the  committee,  had 
been  to  testify  against  me.  And  one  of  the  police  officers, 
who  was  at  the  time  frequently  passing  in  and  out  of 
the  jury  room,  told  me,  years  afterwards,  that  the  grand- 
jury  were  disposed  at  first  to  look  kindly  on  my  case,  — 
that  they  did  not  seem  to  give  much  credit  to  the  testi- 
mony of  my  principal  accuser,  and  that  if  Messrs.  Adams 
and  Beecher  had  not  testified  against  me,  he  did  not 
believe  that  I  should  have  been  indicted.  He  said  he 
saw  them  walking  up  and  down  the  hall  arm  in  arm, 
and  he  overheard  one  say  to  the  other,  "  we  will  fix  Fair- 
child."  Whether  this  gentleman  misstated  the  case  to  me 
or  not,  certain  I  am  that  one  or  both  of  them  were  there 
to  testify.  And  all  the  circumstances  connected  with 
that  affair  go  to  show  that  if  they  had  not  been  there, 
no  indictment  would  have  been  found.  And  they  had 
directed  their  chairman  to  summon  me  to  a  room  in 
Marlboro'  Hotel,  professedly  to  meet  my  accusers  face  to 
face,  when  they  well  knew  that  the  real  object  was  tc 
give  the  officer  an  opportunity  to  arrest  me.  For  what 
other  purpose  could  they  have  wished  me  to  meet  my 
accusers  at  such  a  time  and  place  ?  Were  they  a  suit- 
able body  to  try  me,  with  their  minds  made  up,  and 
regarding  me  as  "hell,"  —  yea,  as  "hell  incarnate?" 
Besides,  what  rights  civil  or  ecclesiastical,  had  that  com- 
mittee to  summon  me  to  meet  my  accusers  face  to  face 
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before  them,  that  they  might  examine  the  evidence  and 
investigate  the  charges  ?  They  knew  they  had  no  such 
authority.  It  was  to  entrap  me ;  but  they  did  not  suc- 
ceed. They  did  not  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  me  led 
by  a  sheriff  through  the  streets  of  Boston  as  a  felon. 
This  is  not  the  first  instance  in  which  "  God  hath  dis- 
appointed the  devices  of  the  crafty,  so  that  they  could 
not  perform  their  enterprise." 

Moreover,  at  the  very  time  when  the  grand-jury  were 
in  session  with  my  case  before  them,  Messrs.  Adams 
and  Riddel  came  to  see  me  at  Exeter,  and  immediately 
requested  Mrs.  FairchUd  to  leave  the  room,  as  they 
wished  to  converse  with  me  alone.  They  did  so,  and 
tried  in  every  possible  way  to  worm  out  of  me  a  con- 
fession ;  Mr.  Adams  virtually  put  me  mider  oath  for  this 
purpose.  But  I  had  nothing  to  confess,  and  so  they 
returned  as  wise  as  they  went,  only  Dr.  Adams  stated 
afterwards  that  while  I  persisted  in  denying  the  charges, 
the  denial  was  made  in  such  a  tone  of  voice  as  was 
quite  painful  to  him,  and  impressed  him  very  unfavora- 
bly. On  their  return.  Dr.  Adams  went  to  the  grand- 
jury  room ;  and  Colonel  Vinson  happened  to  see  him  as 
he  was  going  in,  and,  knowing  that  he  had  been  to  see 
me  at  Exeter,  he  asked  him,  "  What  does  Mr.  Fairchild 
say  now?"  He  replied,  "He  says  he  is  not  guilty." 
He  then  went  in  to  testify  to  his  impressions ;  and  a 
majority  of  the  jurymen  voted  to  indict  me. 

When  the  committee  ascertained  that  I  was  deter- 
mined to  have  a  coimcil,  their  chairman  wrote  me  a 
note,  only  three  weeks  from  the  time  of  my  derange- 
ment, stating  that  "  the  Association  mil  not  come  to 
their  result  in  the  case  until  after  the  meeting  of  the 
council,  if  that  council  is  held  soon,  K  it  could  be  con- 
vened as  soon  as  Wednesday  next  week,  it  would  be 
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desirable.  The  more  promptly  you  meet  the  case  the 
better."  "  The  Association  will  not  come  to  their 
result,"  says  this  sapient  chairman !  Pray  what  result 
had  they  to  come  to  ?  They  had  nothing  more  to  do 
with  me  in  the  way  of  discipline  than  a  committee  of 
the  Suffolk  bar  would  have  to  try  a  man  for  murder 
without  judge  or  jury.  And  it  was  their  attempt  to 
assume  power  not  belonging  to  them  which  has  occa- 
sioned so  much  trouble.  But  I  well  knew  that  they  had 
an  irresponsible  power  which  was  tremendous,  and  that 
any  member  of  the  association  who  should  refuse  to  do 
their  bidding,  was  a  doomed  man.  I  concluded  from 
Mr.  Riddel's  letter  that  there  was  a  determination  on  the 
part  of  the  committee  to  cause  my  expufsion  from  the 
Association,  "if  the  council  was  not  held  soanJ^  And 
to  have  the  fact  come  before  the  council  that  I  had  been 
expelled,  I  knew  must  operate  greatly  to  my  disadvan- 
tage ;  and  therefore  I  consented  to  assemble  them  sev- 
eral weeks  before  it  was  possible  for  me,  in  my  feeble 
state,  to  be  properly  prepared.  Though  I  had  then  re- 
signed my  office,  and  was  not  preaching  or  doing  any 
injury  to  the  church,  or  the  ministry,  or  anybody  else, 
still  the  council  must  be  called  soon,  or  the  Association, 
in  their  usurped  authority,  would  result  in  my  expulsion 
from  their  body  without  further  ceremony. 
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CHAPTER  III. 

Well,  a  council  was  called  to  meet  at  Exeter, 
on  Wednesday,  July  24th,  1844.  Seventeen  churches, 
by  their  pastors  and  delegates,  were  invited.  They 
met  and  organized  by  the  choice  of  Rev.  Dr.  Dana 
as  moderator,  and  Rev.  Dr.  Dimmick  as  scribe.  Pre- 
vious to  the  issuing  of  the  letters-missive,  the  Suffolk 
South  Association,  by  the  advice  of  their  committee, 
sent  a  letter  to  the  church  in  Exeter,  requesting  that  in 
the  letter  calliifg  the  council,  their  committee  might  be 
recognized.  The  Association  tell  the  church  in  their 
letter  that  they  are  ready  to  send  their  "  committee  to 
communicate  to  said  council  the  result  of  their  investi- 
gations in  Mr.  Fairchild's  case,  and  furnish  such  evidence 
as  they  have  obtained,  and  bring  such  witnesses  as  they 
might  think  necessary."  When  this  letter  was  put  into 
my  hands  by  the  committee  of  my  church,  I  thought  it 
contained  a  singular  request.  I  supposed  that  any  one 
and  every  one  who  knew  any  thing  against  my  moral 
character,  touching  the  case  to  come  before  that  council, 
would  have  full  liberty  to  come,  and  to  bring  as  many 
witnesses  as  they  could  find,  without  sending  a  note 
requesting  to  be  invited  by  the  First  Church  in  Exeter. 
However,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  I  permitted  the  invi- 
tation to  be  given,  (for  without  my  permission  it  could 
not  have  been  done,  as  I  was  one  of  the  parties  con- 
cerned). So  they  were  recognized  in  the  letter-missive 
to  which  1  appended  my  name.  But  I  supposed  when 
I  signed  that  letter  that  those  gentlemen  were  my  warm 
friends.     I  had  no  suspicion  that  they  were  plotting  and 

3* 
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planning  my  ruin.  Alas!  how  true  is  the  following 
declaration  of  the  prophet :  "  Take  ye  heed  every  one  of 
his  neighbor,  and  trust  ye  not  in  any  brother ;  for  every 
brother  will  utterly  supplant,  and  every  neighbor  will 
walk  with  slanderers."  Mrs.  Fairchild  too,  was  fre- 
quently in  Boston  about  that  time  looking  up  evidence ; 
and  she  always  called  on  those  gentlemen  to  report  pro- 
gress and  get  advice.  I  never  dreamed  that  they  had 
been  before  the  grand-jury,  and  had  caused  me  to  be 
indicted,  and  that  they  wanted  to  get  hitched  on  to  the 
coimcil  that  they  might  be  in  a  better  position  to  pro- 
cure my  conviction.  Mr.  Riddel  had  called  on  me  but 
a  short  time  before  the  council  met,  and  appeared  very 
kind  and  cordial.  I  showed  him  my  principal  evidence, 
and  expressed  to  him  my  strong  confidence  that  my 
evidence  was  such  as  to  lead  the  council  to  acquit  me. 
The  thought  that  he  was  all  this  time  watching  for  my 
halting,  never  entered  my  mind.  I  told  him  who  were 
invited  to  sit  on  the  council.  He  expressed  his  surprise 
that  I  had  not  named  Dr.  Burgess ;  for,  said  he,  "  the 
doctor  is  very  friendly  to  you."  This  remark  determined 
me  to  add  his  name  to  the  letter-missive.  But,  behold ! 
his  object  in  giving  this  advice  was  to  change  the  views 
of  Dr.  Burgess.  He  knew  that  the  doctor  was  strongly 
opposed  to  their  doings,  and  was  not  ready  to  condemn 
me  without  a  hearing.  And  Mr.  Riddel  doubtless 
thought  that  if  Dr.  Burgess  could  only  hear  the  girl's 
story  she  would  convince  him  as  easily  as  she  had  the 
committee  of  the  Association.  In  this  advice  he  did 
me  great  service,  "  though  he  meant  not  so,  neither  did 
his  heart  think  so." 

But  soon  after  the  council  opened,  I  ascertained  what 
had  brought  them  there.  The  question  was  asked  by 
one  of  the  council,  in  what  capacity  the  committee  of 
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the  Association  appeared  before  them?  Mr.  Kiddel 
answered  that  "  1V&.  Adams  waa  to  open  the  case, — 
that  he  himself  was  to  examine  the  witnesses,  —  and 
Dr.  Beecher  was  to  sum  up  the  evidence,  and  bring  It 
before  the  conncil  in  its  proper  connection,  to  enable 
them  now  to  act"  Dr.  Beecher  said  that  "he  had  come 
there  to  get  at  the  truth,  let  it  cut  where  and  whom  it 
might;"  and,  in  effect,  told  the  council  that  unless  they 
put  me  down,  I  should  be  a  mill-stone  about  their  necks. 
He  gave  them  distinctly  to  understand  that  an  indict- 
ment had  been  found  against  me  in  Boston.  All  this 
and  more  was  said  and  done  before  a  single  witness 
was  examined.  The  committee  had  abeady  tried  and 
condemned  me.  They  only  wanted  the  council  to  do 
what  they  as  a  committee  could  not  do,  namely,  to  carry 
into  execution  their  own  judgment,  by  publicly  deposing 
me  from  the  ministry.  If  any  of  my  readers  should 
deem  me  uncharitable  in  these  remarks,  will  they  not  be 
kind  enough  to  withhold  their  censure  till  they  have 
finished  my  book? 

But  tiie  best  commentary  on  the  doings  of  this  com- 
mittee which  I  have  ever  seen,  is  contained  in  a  review 
of  the  result  of  the  Exeter  council,  written  by  one  of  our 
most  respectable  clergymen,  who  was  present  to  see  and 
hear  and  judge  for  himself,  and  to  whom  I  shall  ever 
feel  and  acknowledge  my  great  indebtedness  for  his  able 
defence  of  an  injured  brother,  though,  at  that  time,  we 
were  entire  strangers  to  each  other.  The  review  was 
signed  Justus;  but  I  soon  ascertained  that  it  was  writ- 
ten by  the  Rev.  Nathan  Munroe,  then  pastor  of  the 
church  in  West  Bradford.  It  had  a  powerful  effect  on 
the  public  mind,  opening  the  eyes  of  multitudes  to  the 
great  injustice  which  had  been  done.  Not  that  there 
Was  any  studied  and  designed  injustice  on  the  part  of 
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a  majority  of  that  council ;  certainly  not  till  after  they 
had  published  their  result.  But  a  wrong  may  be  done 
unintentionally,  and  very  conscientiously  too,  quite  as 
injurious  as  if  done  designedly  and  wilfully.  Rev.  Dr. 
Dimmick,  scribe  of  the  council,  who  voted  against  me 
at  Exeter,  doubtless  felt  that  something  must  be  done 
to  wipe  off  the  reproach  which  Mr.  Munroe's  review 
justly  cast  upon  the  majority  of  that  council  for  the 
solemn  farce  which  they  had  there  enacted.  I  think  that 
very  few  ever  read  Dr.  Dimmick's  review  without 
plainly  perceiving  that  his  great  object  was  to  defend 
the  council,  lest  their  dignity  shoiild  suffer,  and  their 
influence  diminish  by  the  revelation  of  the  fact  that  they 
were  not  infallible,  but  erring  men.  He  seemed  to  pre- 
fer that  the  decision  of  the  council  should  remain  unim- 
peached,  rather  than  open  his  eyes  to  the  new  evidence 
which  soon  came  to  light,  and  which  all  could  see,  ex- 
cept those  who  had  committed  themselves  against  me 
on  one-sided  testimony.  I  am  well  aware  of  the  un- 
bounded influence  which  the  committee  of  the  Associa- 
tion had  over  Dr.  Dimmick.  Had  I  been  in  his  position, 
and  having  the  same  confidence  in  Dr.  Adams  which  he 
then  had,  and  which  I  had  before  I  witnessed  his  con- 
duct in  the  presence  of  the  Exeter  council,  I  might  have 
^  been  led,  very  innocently,  into  the  same  mistake  as  was 
Dr.  Dimmick.  I  wish  1  had  room  enough  in  my  book 
to  insert  each  of  these  reviews  entire,  that  every  reader 
might  judge  for  himself  of  their  comparative  merits. 
But  as  this  cannot  be  done,  I  will  here  take  a  single 
extract  from  that  of  Dr.  Dimmick,  and  possibly  before  I 
close  I  may  have  occasion  to  quote  from  it  again.  Mr. 
Munroe  had  spoken  in  his  review  of  the  new  light  which 
was  beginning  to  dawn  on  the  subject,  and  which  might 
put  a  new  face  upon  things  more  favorable  to  me.     To 
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this  Dr.  Dimmick  replies  thus :  "  It  is  unfortunate  for 
the  reviewer  that  the  further  hght  which  begins  to  shine 
up  in  regard  to  this  matter,  shines  darkness  upon  his 
cause,"  What  was  light  to  Mr.  Munroe  was  pitch- 
darkness  to  Dr.  Dimmick.  And  even  since  my  trial 
before  the  council  at  Exeter,  and  honomble  acquittal  in 
court,  I  am  not  aware  that  Mr.  Dimmick  has  yet  seen 
any  thing  but  darkness.  If  he  has  obtained  any  new 
light  on  the  subject,  he  has  not  made  that  fact  known 
to  me. 

I  just  now  referred  to  Mr,  Munroe's  commentary  on 
the  doings  of  the  committee  of  the  Association  before 
the  council  at  Exeter.    1  will  here  quote  it.    He  says :  — 

It  is  a  circumstance  worthy  of  note  in  the  ca^e  belbrc  us, 
that  a  committee  from  a  minisl«!rial  a.<go<:iation  should  have  been 
aliased  so  much  influence  in  the  trial,  and,  ive  may  say,  to  do 
BO  much  of  the  work  that  properly  belonged  to  the  council. 
Whetliur  or  not  they  were  commissioned  to  do  thia  by  tlie  body 
from  which  they  came,  they  in  reality  acted  the  part  of  prostcu- 
lori.  They  cross-esamined  Mr.  Faircbild'e  witncsscii,  and  to  a 
considerable  extent,  controlled  the  action  of  the  council.  Tliey 
precluded  the  accused,  by  their  objections,  from  the  assistance 
of  a  lawyer  in  the  examination  of  witnesses,  who  was  to  be  in- 
troduced tjof  at  a  lawyer,  but  as  a  counsellor,  and  one  acquainted 
with  evidence, — nndthis  was  done  when  it  was  as  clear  as  day 
that  Ur.  Fairchild  was  without  the  common  preparation  for  de- 
fence, while  the  cominiltce  had  all  (heir  chaises  and  evidence 
arranged  in  the  mo^t  careful  manner. 

The  disadvantage  which  Mr.  Fairchild  suffered  from  want 
of  aid  from  some  one  accustomed  to  examine  witnesses,  was 
very  apparent,  and  made  a  deep  impression  on  some  of  the 
spectators.  A  gentleman  of  the  bar  who  was  present,  is  said  io 
have  expressed  his  deep  regret  at  seeing  the  principal  witness 
retire  without  a  more  rigorous  crosn-cxami nation.  He  deemed 
snch  an  examination  essential  to  a  knowledge  of  the  facts  in  the 

Non  there  is  no  reason  to  complain  of  the  committee  for 
being  presmt,  or  for  presenting  any  charges  which  they  might 
deem  proper  to  prefer  against  the  accused.  They  were  there 
by  invitation  of  Hr.  Fairchild  and  the  church  iu  Exeter.    But 
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to  the  part  they  acted,  we  think  there  were  objections.  They 
seem  to  us  to  have  erred  in  acting  as  prosecutors,  in  crcss-ex^ 
amini'ng  Mr.  Fairchild^s  wihiesses,  and  in  attempting  to  give 
direction  to  the  proceedings  of  the  counciL  They  seem  to  have 
felt  themselves  empowered  to  do  this  by  the  authority  of  their 
association,  to  which  Mr.  Fairchild  belonged.  But  what  is  a 
ministerial  association,  or  what  power  has  it  to  act,  before,  or  in 
connection  with  an  ecclesiastical  council  which  does  not  belong  \o 
any  and  every  individual  member  of  the  church  or  the  commu- 
nity ?  We  were  surprised  at  the  view  which  the  committee 
appeared  to  have  taken  of  their  power  and  right  to  act  in  the 
case.  One  of  them  remarked,  that  "as  a  member  of  the  Suffolk 
Association,"  he  should  state  the  truth,  let  it  cut  where  it  would. 
He  was  bound  to  state  the  truth,  but  not  because  he  was  a 
"  member  of  the  association."  Let  it  be  understood,  that  we  do 
not  find  fault  with  the  committee  for  presenting  any  charges  or 
evidence  which  they  might  see  fit  to  present.  They  had  a  right 
to  do  this  if  admitted  by  the  council,  but  no  other  right  than  be- 
longed to  any  one  who  had  evidence  in  his  possession  against 
Mr.  Fairchild.  The  association  had  a  right  to  deal  with  Mr. 
Fairchild  as  a  member  of  their  own  body,  and  to  exclude  him 
from  it ;  but  they  had  no  power,  a^  an  association^  to  do  any 
thing  more.  The  appearance  of  the  committee  was,  we  think, 
evidence  to  those  present  that  they  were  convinced  of  Mr.  Fair- 
child's  guilt ;  still  it  should  be  remembered,  that  their  judgment 
must  have  been  made  up  in  the  absence  of  important  evidence. 
They  knew  nothing,  it  would  seem,  of  the  evidence  from  Edge- 
combe, before  they  went  to  Exeter. 

We  certainly  do  not  wish  to  do  the  committee  any  injustice 
in  saying  that  they  had  prejudged  the  case ;  we  only  say  what 
has  been  told  to  us  by  their  friends,  and  members  of  their  asso- 
ciation. We  may  be  wrong,  but  we  think  their  judgment  in  the 
case,  and  the  course  they  pursued  before  the  council,  have  done 
more  than  all  the  evidence  that  was  adduced  to  place  the  ac- 
cused in  his  present  position  before  the  public. 

Another  thing  deserving  of  notice  is,  that  before  the  council 
assembled,  and  during  its  session,  the  idea  was  kept  constantly 
before  the  community,  and  before  the  council,  that  a  bill  had 
already  been  found  against  the  accused  by  the  grand-jury  of 
Suffolk,  and  that  his  case  was  immediately  to  come  before  the 
court  in  Boston.  The  subject  was  talked  over  in  the  council, 
and  the  committee  gave  the  council  to  understand,  (informally 
it  may  be,)  that  the  District  Attorney  was  only  deferring  action 
in  the  case  till  the  decision  of  the  council  was  had. 
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Now  we  hardly  need  ask  what  effect  such  an  impression  must 
have  had  on  the  minds  and  proceedings  of  the  council  ?  It 
must  have  been  greatly  against  Mr.  Fairchild.  Every  effort  to 
▼indicate  his  course,  or  make  his  innocence  appear,  must  have 
been  made  by  the  council,  if  made  at  all,  under  the  fear  of 
being  convicted  by  the  court  of  attempting  to  screen  a  guilty 
man  from  the  just  consequences  of  his  guilt.  This  influence,  we 
think,  could  not  be  slight  on  the  minds  of  the  council.  They 
wished  to  do  justice,  but  they  had  a  commendable  dread  of 
covering  up  iniquity.  And  they  were  fearful  that  they  should  be 
thought  to  do  so.  This  last  is  not  said  to  their  reproach,  but 
simply  as  what  we  doubt  not  was  the  fact.  It  was  evident,  we 
think,  to  all  observers,  that  this  impression  operated  greatly  to 
Mr.  Fairchild's  disadvantage  before  the  council. 

[  will  now  go  back  a  little,  and  inform  the  reader 
how,  and  by  what  influences,  this  girl  was  induced 
publicly  to  accuse  me.  She  was  then  the  unmarried 
mother  of  a  child  nearly  two  years  old,  as  was  well 
known  by  her  friends  in  this  city  at  the  time.  She  had 
been  excommunicated  for  her  offence,  from  the  Rev. 
William  H.  Shailer's  church,  in  Brooklinc.  The  deacons 
of  South  Boston,  as  I  have  already  stated,  were  greatly 
vexed  and  mortified  at  the  decision  of  the  referees. 
They  could  not  well  brook  the  shame  and  disgrace 
which  justly  fell  upon  them  in  consequence  of  the 
watching  enterprise  in  which  they  had  been  engaged, 
especially  as  it  harmed  nobody  but  themselves.  Since 
that  attempt  to  injure  me  had  proved  such  a  signal 
failure,  the  deacons,  as  was  very  natural,  were  quite 
ready  to  listen  to  any  new  accusation,  hoping  that  they 
should  be  more  successful  the  next  time.  It  so  happened 
that  Deacon  Vinton  very  unexpectedly  heard  that  a 
female,  who  once  lived  in  my  family,  had  become  the 
mother  of  an  illegitimate  child.  He  was  informed 
that  she  had  never  mentioned  the  father's  name,  but 
had  intimated  that  he  was  a  clergyman.     This  infor- 
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mation  he  speedily  communicated  to  Deacon  Drake. 
The  deacon  determined  at  once  to  ferret  out  the  story. 
He  soon  ascertained  who  the  girl  was,  and  that  she 
had  formerly  lived  in  the  families  of  two  clergymen,  — 
first  in  the  family  of  Rev.  William  H.  Shailer,  a  Bap- 
tist clergyman  at  Brookline,  and  afterwards  in  my 
family.  From  this  point  I  have  the  means  of  tracking 
the  deacon's  course  by  dates.  On  the  22d  day  of  May, 
1844,  he  went  out  to  Brookline,  and  had  an  interview 
with  Mr.  Shailer,  and  learnt  from  him  sufficient  to 
confirm  the  story  told  him  by  Deacon  Vinton.  On 
inquiry,  he  ascertained  that  Mr.  Shailer  had  suspicions 
in  his  mind  resting  on  some  one,  but  not  on  me.  The 
deacon,  however,  soon  gave  him  to  understand  that 
rumor  had  fixed  the  paternity  on  a  clergyman  in  whose 
family  she  once  resided,  and  as  she  had  lived  only  in 
his  family  and  mine,  one  or  the  other  of  us  must  meet 
the  odium.  The  deacon  then  told  him  that  suspicions 
rested  on  me,  and  gave  his  reasons.  He  plainly  inti- 
mated to  Mr.  Shailer,  that  unless  the  disgrace  were 
fastened  on  me,  he  would  have  to  bear  it  himself.  After 
some  further  conversation  the  deacon  left,  but  returned 
again  on  the  29th  of  May,  and  had  a  second  interview 
with  Mr.  Shailer.  On  the  4th  of  June,  the  deacon 
made  his  third  call,  and  requested  Mr.  Shailer  to  go  to 
Taunton,  where  the  girl  was  then  residing,  to  see  if 
she  would  make  any  disclosure.  Mr.  Shailer  stated 
to  the  council,  that  as  rumor  had  involved  him  in 
the  matter,  he  thought  it  due  to  himself  to  get  her  to 
reveal  the  whole  affair.  Mr.  Shailer  went  to  Taunton 
for  this  purpose  on  the  fifth  of  June,  —  had  a  private 
interview  with  the  girl,  —  asked  her  to  disclose  the 
matter  to  him,  —  told  her  that  the  facts  ought  to  come 
out,  and  that  the  cause  of  religion  demanded  it.     He 
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told  her  further,  that  "  people  suspected  Mr.  Fairchild, 
and  they  will  take  him  up  on  suspicion,  and  you  will 
have  to  go  to  the  Police  Court,  and  swear  to  it ;  and 
therefore  it  will  be  better  for  you  to  disclose  it  at  once." 
But  she   said  that  she  had  done  all  she  expected  to 
do,  —  that  she  had  taken  an  oath  to  say  nothing  on 
the  subject,  which  oath  she  regarded  as  sacred.     Mr. 
Shailer  says  he  then  asked  her  "  if  she  would  clear  Mr. 
Fairchild?"     She  replied,  "I  will  not  clear  any  one." 
He  then  began  to  talk  to  her  about  the  money  she  was 
to  receive,  and  told  her  that  there  were   individuals 
who  would  make  up  the  amount  to  her.     This  argu- 
ment had  weight     She  at  once  concluded  to  go  with 
him  to  Boston,  and  then  with  him  to  his  own  house  in 
Brookline,  there  to  spend  the  night,  to  make  her  dis- 
closures, and  go  back  the  next  morning  to  the  public- 
house  in  Taunton,  where   she  was  then  living.     Mr. 
Robbins,  who   then  kept  the   public-house,  says  that 
within   a  day  or  two  after   her  return,    Mrs.    Shailer 
called  to  see  her,  —  took  her  into  a  private  room,  —  read 
a  paper  to  her  drawn  up  by  her  husband,  containing 
grave  charges  against  me ;  and  having  prevailed  on  her 
to  sign  it,  called  in  Mrs.  Robbins  to  witness  the  signa- 
ture.    The  girl  was  made  to  believe  that  she  had  now 
done   all  that  she  would  ever  be  required  to  do,  and 
that  the  threatened  danger  of  being   summoned  into 
the  Police  Court  to  swear  to  it,  was  now  gone  forever, 
as  she  had  disclosed  what  she  was   made   to  believe 
would   save   her  from  that  painful   necessity.      After 
having  signed  that  paper,  she  doubtless  did  not  think 
it  possible  that  there  would  ever  be  a  grand-jury  for  her 
to  face,  or  a  council  to  meet,  or  a  court  to  enter,  in  all 
of  which  to  testify  under  oath  that  her  lies  were  true. 
I  will  not  undertake  to  decide  which  is  the  most  guilty 
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party  here, —  the  girl  or  her  advisers.  This  is  a  question 
of  casuistry  which  I  much  prefer  leaving  to  the  judg- 
ment of  my  readers. 

Mr.  Robbins,  having  been  informed  by  his  wife  what 
had  taken  place,  sought  an  interview  with  the  girl,  and 
expressed  his  astonishment  at  what  she  had  been  doing. 
I  will  here  quote  a  portion  of  his  testimony  before  the 
court :  "  I  told  her  I  did  not  see  how,  at  so  late  a  day, 
she  should  destroy  herself  before  the  public,  for  the  sake 
of  injuring  Mr.  Fairchild.  I  said  to  her,  if  Mr.  Fair- 
child  has  done  this  thing,  has  he  not  done  every  thing 
in  the  way  of  compensation,  like  a  man  ?  She  said, 
yes.  I  then  said,  how  are  you  willing  to  throw  your- 
self away  ?  you  might  make  something  out  of  it  your- 
self without  injuring  him.  Said  she,  they  give  me  as 
much  again  as  Mr.  Fairchild.  Said  I,  who  in  the 
deuce  are  they?  Said  she,  Mr.  ShaiJer,  and  the  dea- 
cons at  South  Boston.  I  said  to  her,  they  will  make  a 
fool  of  you,  and  never  give  you  one  cent.  Said  she, 
they  secured  it  to  me  when  I  went  to  Boston  with 
Mrs.  Shailer,  provided  I  secured  the  conviction  of  Mr. 
Fairchild." 

The  girl  at  that  time  doubtless  supposed  that  the 
paper  which  she  signed  would  secure  my  conviction, 
and  tha  t  thenceforth  she  would  have  nothing  more  to 
do  with  the  matter,  but  simply  to  receive  the  fifty  dol- 
lars a  year  for  ten  years,  which  had  been  secured  to  her. 
That  was  the  stipulated  sum  which  was  made  sure  to 
her  by  their  written  obligation,  a  true  copy  of  which  I 
have  now  before  me,  and  which  I  will  shortly  present  to 
the  inspection  of  my  readers.  Whether  she  has  punc- 
tually received  her  annual  instalment  of  fifty  dollars,  I 
have  no  means  of  knowing.  It  is  enough  for  me  to 
know  that  the  deacons  kindly  relieved  me  from  all  fur- 
ther obligation  to  pay  hush-money. 
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Though  I  consider  Mr.  Shailer  deserving  of  censure 
for  the  part  he  acted  in  this  aflair,  yet  there  is  something 
to  be  said  in  extenuation  of  his  offence.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  assume, —  I  do  assume  it, —  that  he  is  wholly 
innocent  of  any  sinful  connection  with  that  girl,  and 
that,  in  order  to  accomplish  the  very  commendable  wish 
of  removing  every  ground  of  suspicion  from  himself,  he 
was  so  frightened  by  Deacon  Drake's  statement  that 
rumor  had  involved  him  in  the  matter,  that  he  went  fur- 
ther than  was  proper  for  a  good  clergyman  and  an  inno- 
cent man  to  go.  And  I  doubt  not  but  that  he  is  now 
satisfied  that  he  has  not  acted  towards  me  as  it  became 
one  minister  to  act  towards  another  in  a  reverse  of  cir- 
cumstances. He  is  doubtless  now  sensible  that  in  order 
to  protect  himself  from  undeserved  reproach,  he  took  too 
much  pains  to  involve  me  in  trouble  and  disgrace.  But 
as  Deacon  Drake  was  to  him  an  entire  stranger  at  that 
time,  — not  knowing  but  that  his  representations  might 
be  depended  on,  or  how  full  of  enmity  he  was  to  me, 
and  had  been  for  years,  and  how  ready  to  compass  sea 
and  land  to  effect  my  ruin,  —  not  knowing  these  things, 
I  say,  I  do  think  that  at  times,  he  has  been  judged 
uncharitably.  All  that  I  accuse  him  of  is  hasty  itidiscre- 
turn.  But  he  will  never  do  the  like  again.  There  is  no 
more  danger  of  it  than  there  is  of  my  paying  hush- 
money  again.  He  has  been  chastised  as  much,  —  per- 
haps more  than  he  deserved.  I  know  something  of  the 
rebukes  which  he  has  received  from  his  own  ministering 
brethren.  I  have  not  forgotten  that  Rhoda  once  told  a 
female  friend  of  hers,  as  was  testified  to  in  court,  that 
when  she  inquired  of  her  about  the  father  of  the  child, 
she  said  the  initials  of  his  name  she  would  find  on  her 
pincushion,  and  that  she  read  thereon  W.  H.  S.  Now 
I  Bay  it,  and  I  do  truly  believe  it,  that  his  anxiety  to 
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screen  himself  under  the  circumstances,  or  the  fact  of 
his  initials  being  on  that  pincushion,  ought  not  to 
involve  him  in  the  least  suspicion  of  moral  guilt. 
With  the  kindest  feelings  I  now  take  ray  leave  of  Mr. 
Shailer. 

I  will  now  return  to  the  council  at  Exeter.  In  de- 
fending myself  before  that  body,  I  proposed,  first  of  all, 
to  introduce  some  evidence  to  show  that  there  was  a 
combination  or  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  my  personal 
enemies  in  South  Boston  to  destroy  my  reputation, 
and  drive  me  from  the  pulpit.  But  the  deacons  antici- 
pating that  such  would  be  my  defence,  in  part  at  least, 
sent  on  a  remonstrance,  protesting  against  any  such 
procedure,  should  it  be  attempted,  as  they  were  not 
present  to  defend  themselves.  The  council  heeded  their 
remonstrance,  and  immediately  arrested  me  in  that  part 
of  my  defence. 

This  remonstrance  was  presented  and  read  by  Rev. 
William  W.  Patton,  my  successor  as  pastor  of  the 
Phillips  Church.  The  first  part  of  it  I  will  here 
quote :  — 

"Whereas  wc  have  reason  to  believe  that  Mr.  Fairchild,  in 
conducting  his  defence,  may  attempt  to  bring  charges  or  cast 
imputations  upon  us,  deacons  of  Phillips  Church,  of  which  he 
was  formerly  pastor,  this  is  to  protest  against  your  hearing  any 
such  charges  or  imputations,  because  we  think  it  irrelevant  to 
the  case  in  hearing,  which  we  understand  to  relate  to  charges 
brought  by  Rhoda  Davidson,  with  which  we  do  not  consider 
ourselves  connected,  not  having  ever  conversed  with  her  or  the 
other  principal  witnesses  on  the  subject. 

This  is  signed  by  their  own  proper  names,  Josiah 
Vinton  and  Jeremy  Drake. 

I  had  received  intimations,  before  the  council  ad- 
journed, that  my  enemies  had  bribed  the  girl  to  bear 
witness  against  me  ;  and  it  was  evidence  relating  to  this 
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point  which  I  wished  to  introduce  before  the  council  on 
the  morning  of  the  day  when  they  met  to  make  up  their 
result.  True,  the  case  was  then  closed,  so  far  as  hear- 
ing testimony  was  concerned ;  but  as  that  evidence  had 
just  airived  firom  South  Boston,  and  being  of  so  much 
consequence,  I  was  hoping  that  it  might  be  admitted.  I 
well  knew  that,  according  to  forms  of  law  in  courts  of  jus- 
tice, such  evidence  at  that  late  hour  was  inadmissible ;  but 
as  they  bad,  during  the  whole  trial,  paid  so  little  regard 
to  legal  rules  prescribed  for  the  guidance  of  civil  courts, 
I  did  not  think  that  they  would  then  for  the  first  time 
undertake  to  set  up  those  rules  as  their  guide.  But  a 
majority  of  the  council,  I  was  told,  argued  that  the  evi- 
dence did  not  amount  to  much,  and  that  it  was  not  best 
to  receive  it;  and  so  it  was  excluded.  After  their  re- 
sult was  published,  other  evidence  of  bribery  came  to 
light;  and,  finally,  on  the  last  Monday  of  November, 
1844,  Deacon  Vinton  called  at  the  counting-room  of  Mr. 
Ebenezer  Hayward,  a  member  of  the  same  church  with 
himself,  and  proposed  to  him  a  certain  question  which  he 
deemed  very  important,  and  which  Mr.  Hayward  very 
readily  answered.  And  now,  says  Mr.  Hayward,  "  as  I 
have  answered  you  candidly,  I  want  to  ask  you  one 
question,  which  I  wish  you  to  answer  as  candidly. 
Will  you  ?  "  "I  will,"  was  the  deacon's  prompt  reply. 
"  Well  then,"  says  Mr.  Hayward,  "  I  want  to  ask  you 
if  you  ever  signed  a  paper  agreeing  to  pay  Rhoda 
Davidson  a  certain  sum  of  money  upon  the  final  con- 
viction of  Mr.  Fairchild  ?  "  At  this  question  the  deacon 
was  evidently  a  good  deal  embarrassed.  Mr.  Hayward 
perceiving  it,  immediately  put  the  question  in  another 
form.  He  says,  "  I  do  not  ask  you,  deacon,  whether 
you  are  on  such  a  paper  now ;  but  did  you  ever  sign 
■nch  a  paper  ?  "    ^  I  did,  sir,"  was  the  deacon's  emphatio 
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reply.  The  question  was  then  asked  him,  "did  Deacon 
Drake  sign  such  a  paper?"  The  deacon  replied, 
"  Deacon  Drake  must  answer  that  question  himself;  I 
speak  only  for  myself."  And  then  he  immediately 
added,  "  but  mind  you,  we  did  not  agree  to  pay  her 
the  money,  unless  she  adhered  to  her  first  statement" 
All  this  the  deacon  said  in  the  presence  of  three  wit- 
nesses. 

But  this  is  not  all.  A  kind  Providence  has  put  me  in 
possession  of  a  true  copy  of  the  very  obligation  which 
the  deacon  says  he  signed ;  and  here  it  is. 

Boston,  Jane  7, 1844. 
"We,  whose  names  are  hereunto  subscribed,  do  covenant  and 
agree  to  pay  annually  in  the  month  of  October,  the  first  payment 
to  be  made  next  October,  for  the  term  of  ten  years,  from  the 

date  hereof,  to ,  in  trust  for  the  maintenance  of  a 

child,  born  in  September,  1842,  of  Miss  Rhoda  Davidson,  for- 
merly of  Newcastle,  Maine,  the  sums  set  against  our  names 
respectively,  provided,  nevertheless,  that  when  the  sum  of  five 
hundred  doilai's  shall  have  been  paid,  that  the  payments  shall 
cease,  and  provided  also,  that  if  the  father  of  said  child  shall  be 
ascertained,  and  an  equal  amount  obtained  from  him,  that  this 
obligation  shall  be  void. 

Now  this  is  only  a  confirmation  of  the  girl's  state- 
ment to  Mr.  Robbins,  that  she  was  hired  by  a  promise 
of  five  hundred  dollars  to  accuse  me.  This  bribe  led  her 
to  violate  her  oath  to  me,  which  she  told  Mr.  Shailer  she 
regarded  as  sacred,  and  which  was  morally  as  binding 
on  her  conscience  as  any  other  oath,  and  also  to  testify 
falsely  before  the  grand-jury,  and  afterwards  before  the 
council  at  Exeter,  and  at  last  in  the  Municipal  Court  in 
Boston.  She  was  induced  to  do  all  this  by  five  hundred 
dollars  promised  and  secured  to  her,  as  she  said  to  Mr. 
Robbins,  and  which  she  assured  him  was  twice  as  much 
as  she  should  otherwise  have  received.     And  yet  the 
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3  tell  the  council  that  they  did  not  consider  them- 
selves as  having  any  connection  with  the  charges 
brought  against  me !  And  this  they  said  in  a  solemn 
remonstrance  over  their  own  signatures,  bearing  date 
July  24,  1844,  when  they  well  knew  that  they  had 
signed  an  obligation  dated  the  7tb  of  June,  six  weeks 
before,  agreeing  to  pay  fifty  doUars  a  year  for  ten  years! 
which  obligation  expired  last  October.  The  girl,  too, 
stated  to  the  council,  "they  wanted  me  to  reveal  because 
it  would  throw  light  on  the  subject,  and  cause  people 
not  to  think  so  hard  of  the  deacons  at  South  Boston, 
who  were  suspicious  of  Mr.  Fairchild  upon  some  other 
affairs."  And  Mr.  Shailer,  too,  said  to  the  council, 
"  Beacon  Brake  intimated  to  me  that  E.hoda  should 
sustain  no  loss  upon  her  communicating  the  facts." 
The  promise  of  fifty  dollars  a  year  for  ten  years  to  a 
poor  girl,  one  would  think  waa  a  pretty  strong  intima* 
tion  I  And  yet  the  deacons  disclaim  all  connection  with 
the  charges  bronght  against  me  on  the  ground  that  they 
had  never  conversed  with  the  girl,  or  the  other  principal 
witnesses,  on  the  subject.  But  does  not  the  simplest 
child  among  us  know  that  what  a  man  does  bv  h>B 
agent, he  does  by  himself? 


CHAPTER   IV. 

I  HAYS  another  instance  of  attempted  bribery  to  men- 
a  a,  which  perhaps  may  as  well  be  done  Iiere.  A  few 
days  before  the  council  met,  three  gentlemen  called  on 
a  Mia.  Brown,  tlien  tcsiduig  in  Waltham,  and  attempted 
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to  hire  her  to  sign  a  certificate  to  my  injury.  This 
female  came  into  my  family  at  the  time  Rhoda  left,  and 
remained  with  us  about  one  year.  They  doubtless  sup- 
posed that  money  would  be  equally  influential  on  her. 
But  they  utterly  failed.  When  my  trial  took  place  in 
court,  Mrs.  Brown  was  brought  upon  the  stand  by  my 
counsel,  Judge  Warren,  to  testify  to  this  transaction ; 
but  Mr.  Parker  objected,  and  Judge  Washburn  sustained 
him,  on  the  ground  that  if  what  she  was  about  to  state 
had  been  said  to  her  by  any  of  the  witnesses,  it  would 
be  relevant ;  but  as  such  was  not  the  fact,  it  could  not 
be  admitted.  But  I  have  her  deposition,  taken  under 
oath,  and  as  it  affords  additional  evidence  of  the  wicked 
attempts  of  my  enemies  to  destroy  me  by  bribery,  I  will 
here  give  only  the  substance  of  it,  to  save  tiine  and 
space.  She  says  that  some  time  in  the  month  of  July, 
1844,  three  men  came  to  her  residence  in  Waltham. 
She  did  not  know  them ;  but  from  her  description  of 
them,  it  was  quite  easy  to  guess  their  names ;  and  before 
my  trial  in  Boston,  she  had  been  able  to  identify  two  of 
them,  whose  names  she  would  have  announced  to  the 
court,  if  the  judge  had  admitted  her  testimony.  She 
says  that  one  of  them  gave  her  a  paper,  which  he  wished 
her  to  read  and  sign.  She  did  read  it.  It  was  a  state- 
ment that  she  had  witnessed  some  impropriety  between 
me  and  Rhoda.  She  says  he  asked  her  to  sign  her 
name  to  that  paper.  1  will  now  quote  literally  from  her 
affidavit. 

I  told  liim  that  I  could  not  in  truth.  He  paid  I  could.  But  I 
refused.  He  looked  at  the  other  men  and  said,  "  I  guess  we  can 
make  nothing  here ; "  and  then  he  said,  **  have  not  Mr.  Fair- 
child's  friends  been  here,  and  offered  you  money  to  say  nothing 
about  it?  "  I  told  him  they  had  not ;  and  if  they  had,  I  would 
not  lie  for  Mr.  Fairchild  any  sooner  t*han  for  him.  He  then 
offered  me  one  hundred  dollars  to  sign  said  paper.     I  refused. 
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And  then,  in  a  low  Toice,  he  said,  "  finally,  I  will  give  you  two 
hundred  dollars  if  you  will  sign  it.  It  is  the  mere  scratch  of  a 
pen,  and  you  cannot  earn  money  so  easy  in  any  other  way."  I 
replied,  **  If  I  can't  earn  money  easier,  I  cannot  be  any  poorer 
than  to  die  in  an  almshouse." 


Their  object  undoubtedly  was  to  induce  her  with  this 
bribe  to  sign  the  certificate,  and  then  have  it  presented 
to  the  council  when  convened  at  Exeter.  But  out  of 
this  snare  the  Lord  delivered  me ;  for  if  they  had  suc- 
ceeded by  their  bribery  in  obtaining  her  signature,  I 
know  not  how  I  could  have  met  it  before  the  council ; 
so  that  instead  of  being  suspended,  I  should  doubtless 
have  been  pronounced  guilty,  and  deposed  from  the 
ministry ;  a  consummation  so  devoutly  wished,  and  so 
anxiously  labored  for  by  the  committee  of  the  Suffolk 
South  Association. 

The  doings  of  the  council  were  so  fully  and  exten- 
sively published  at  the  time  of  my  trial,  that  it  is  need- 
less to  go  into  a  detailed  account  of  those  matters  here. 
There  are  however  a  few  things  which  I  will  mention 
in  addition  to  what  I  have  already  said.  I  have  spoken 
of  the  caU  from  Mr.  Riddel  a  few  days  before  the  coun- 
cil met,  and  of  his  apparent  kindness  and  sympathy.  I 
recollect  I  asked  his  advice  about  my  employing  a  law- 
yer to  manage  my  case.  He  wholly  disapproved  of  it. 
He  said  that  ecclesiastical  councils  were  opposed  to 
having  lawyers  before  them,  and  that  he  believed  it  would 
have  an  unfavorable  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  coun- 
cil, and  prove  injurious  to  me.  He  said  that  I  could 
state  my  own  case,  and  the  more  sifhply  it  was  done  the 
better,  and  that  the  council  wanted  nothing  but  the  facts, 
and  could  make  up  their  minds  without  any  argument 
from  legal  counsel.  And  besides,  said  he,  there  is  to  be 
no  lawyer  employed  by  the  other  party.    But  when  the 
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council  met,  and  I  saw  the  arrangements  which  the  com* 
mittee  of  the  Association  had  made,  —  how  that  Dr. 
Adams  was  to  open  the  case,  and  Mr.  Riddel  was  to 
examine  the  witnesses,  and  Dr.  Beecher  to  sum  up  the 
evidence,  —  my  heart  sunk  within  me.  I  was  quite  too 
feeble  to  be  there  at  all ;  but  when  I  discovered  the  de- 
sign of  the  committee,  the  reader  can  better  imagine 
my  feelings  than  I  describe  them.  The  Hon.  James 
Bell,  an  able  counsellor  and  a  parishioner  of  mine,  being 
present  as  a  spectator,  was  invited  at  the  suggestion  of 
one  of  the  council  to  come  forward  and  assist  in  the 
examination  of  the  principal  witness.  Mr.  Riddel 
immediately  arose  and  objected,  saying  that  if  I  had 
counsel  they  must  send  to  Boston  and  get  one.  Not 
wishing  to  delay  the  council,  I  waived  the  matter,  and 
after  that  the  committee  had  things  pretty  much  in  their 
own  way. 

The  committee  of  the  Association  and  the  members 
of  the  council  put  up  at  the  same  house,  on  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  street  from  the  lecture  room  where 
the  council  held  their  sessions ;  and  at  the  same  public- 
house,  and  seated  at  the  same  public  table  with  the 
committee  and  the  council,  was  the  lying  wanton  who 
was  there  testifying  against  me  under  a  bribe  of  fifty 
dollars  a  year  for  ten  years,  if  she  secured  my  convic- 
tion !  The  committee  had  frequent  interviews  with  the 
council,  and  were  frequently  seen  privately  conferring 
with  some  of  the  leading  members.  And  one  gentle- 
man told  me  that  he  overheard  Dr.  Beecher  say  to  a 
very  influential  member,  "  you  may  as  well  depose  Mr. 
Fairchild;  for  if  you  do  not,  some  other  council  will 
soon  be  called  for  that  purpose,  as  there  are  so  many 
things  coming  out  against  him,"  —  or  words  to  that 
effect.     He  says  he  was  on  the  point  of  stepping  up  to 
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him  aiid  saying,  "  Sir,  it  is  weU  for  you  that  this  coun- 
cil is  not  a  jury  ;  for  if  it  were,  I  would  have  you  put  in 
jail  for  tampering  with  them."  To  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses they  were  a  jury,  and  that  some  of  them  were 
tampered  with,  who  can  doubt  ? 

Another  thing  very  observable  was  the  marked  atten- 
tion which  the  chairman  of  the  committee  paid  to 
Rhoda.  I  saw  her  with  my  own  eyes  entering  the 
lecture  room  leaning  on  Mr.  Riddel's  arm,  and  the 
neighbors  told  me  that  they  saw  them  cross  tlie  street 
from  the  hotel  to  the  lecture  room,  and  as  one  lady 
expressed  it,  "  in  the  most  lover-like  manner,  arm  in 
aim."  He  could  scarcely  have  treated  her  with  more 
attention  if  she  had  been  a  lady  of  spotless  purity  and 
virtue.  And  yet  what  was  she,  according  to  her  own 
showing,  let  me  be  what  I  might  ?  Yes,  when  she  was 
publicly  proclaiming  her  own  shame  without  a  blush, 
he  was  gallanting  her  through  the  street  to  show  the 
spectators  and  the  members  of  the  council  where  his 
sympathies  were,  and  what  he  had  come  to  Exeter  for. 
Mr.  Munroe,  in  another  part  of  his  review,  says :  — 

The  committee,  we  know,  appeared  to  have  the  greatest  con- 
fidence in  the  girl's  veracity,  which  may  greatly  have  helped  her 
in  her  appearance  before  the  council.  She  would  be  strength- 
ened, on  the  supposition  that  the  whole  were  a  conspiracy,  by 
aach  confidence.  She  found  herself  upheld  by  men  whom  she 
knew  to  be  capable  of  making  a  deep  impression  on  the  council 
aod  on  the  public  She  was  caressed  by  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Shailer, 
and  walked  repeatedly  arm  in  arm  with  Rev.  Mr.  Riddel,  to  and 
from  the  lecture  room  where  the  council  held  their  session. 
Under  such  circumstances  she  could  easily  be  bold  and  unflinch- 
ing. But  how  the  council  could  give  so  much  weight  to  her 
tedtimooy,  in  view  of  all  tliat  appeared  against  it,  much  of  which 
might  be  unknown  to  the  committee  when  they  formed  their 
judgment,  we  do  not  understand. 

In  view  of  the  whole  case,  we,  as  an  humble  individual,  and 
there  are  many  who  agree  with  us,  think  the  council  had  but 
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one  proper  course  lefl  for  it  to  take,  and  that  was  to  adjourn  and 
let  the  matter  rest  till  there  was  further  evidence. 

.  And  as  though  this  were  not  enough  to  render  my 
condenmation  certain,  just  as  the  council  had  finished 
the  examination  of  witnesses  on  Friday  evening,  and 
were  in  the  very  act  of  adjourning  over  till  Monday 
morning  at  10  o'clock  to  meet  and  make  up  their  ver- 
dict, Mr.  Adams  came  forward  to  testify  —  to  what  ?  — 
to  facts  ?  —  to  any  confessions  or  concessions  which  1 
had  made  ?  Not  at  all ;  but  to  impressions.  He  came 
forward  of  his  own  accord,  and  presented  himself  to  be 
sworn.  And  he  was  sworn.  He  came  forward,  too, 
when  all  the  testimony  was  said  to  be  in  on  both  sides. 
If  he  had  any  thing  to  testify  to,  he  should  have  come 
forward  with  the  witnesses  on  the  other  side.  He  took 
it  upon  himself  to  make  a  speech  or  argument  against 
me  under  oath,  as  soon  as  my  witnesses  were  all  through. 
What  an  outrage  upon  all  the  rules  of  evidence  ever 
known  under  any  law,  civil  or  ecclesiastical!  Poorly 
prepared  as  I  was  for  trial,  still  before  he  thus  testified, 
my  evidence  had  turned  the  ciurent  of  feeling  in  my 
favor.  This  was  noticed  by  all.  It  was  noticed  by  Mr. 
Adams.  And  he  meant  to  turn  back  that  current.  And 
he  succeeded,  not  by  evidence;  for  he  had  none;  but 
by  his  solemn  manner  in  testifying  to  his  impressions. 
When  he  had  finished  his  speech,  or  argument^  I  saw 
that  the  work  was  done.  I  was  then  just  as  well  con- 
vinced of  my  fate  as  I  was  after  the  result  of  council 
was  made  known  to  me.  And  my  only  surprise  was 
that  there  were  so  many  as  six  members  of  the  council 
who  remained  firm,  and  determined  not  to  convict  on 
impressions,  but  on  evidence.  I  have  never  conversed 
with  a  single  individual  who  witnessed  that  transaction, 
who  did  not  say  that  that  one  act  which  was  neither 
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according  to  law  nor  gospel,  did  more  to  convict  me 
than  all  the  testimony  of  my  accusers. 

The  council  then  adjourned  over  till  Monday  morning, 
there  being  no  argument  on  either  side  except  the  one 
just  made  by  Mr.  Adams  under  oath.  Thie  next  morn- 
ing, before  leaving  Exeter  for  Marblehead,  where  his  fam- 
ily were  then  tarrying,  Mr.  Adams  called  on  me.  I  said 
to  him,  "  Brother  Adams !  how  could  you  have  so  mis- 
apprehended me  as  to  testify  as  you  did  last  night  ?  I 
was  not  aware  of  having  made  any  such  impressions  on 
your  mind.  Why  did  you  not  come  to  me  for  an  ex- 
planation?" He  replied,  "Well,  I  think  I  hurt  myself 
more  last  evening  than  I  did  you.  And  I  have  come  in 
this  morning  to  tell  you  to  take  courage.  They  have 
now  got  to  the  bottom  of  the  well ;  and  if  they  don't 
cqpdemn  you  now  you  will  stand  higher  than  you  ever 
did.  And  if  they  should  condemn  you,  don't  despond ; 
for  if  you  are  innocent,  God  will  yet  make  a  way  for  it 
to  appear."  And  after  saying  some  other  consolatory 
and  encouraging  things  to  myself  and  wife,  he  took  his 
leave,  and  as  he  arose  to  go,  the  last  words  he  uttered,  as 
he  closed  the  door,  were,  "  do  write  me,  brother."  He 
then  took  the  cars  for  Marblehead,  and  Monday  morn- 
ing I  received  from  him  the  following  letter :  — 

Marblehead,  July  27, 1844. 

Mr  DEAR  Brother,  —  On  my  return,  and  after  reflecting 
upon  all  that  I  have  heard  and  seen  during  this  eventful  week, 
I  feel  constrained  to  write  you  a  line.  My  interview  with  you 
at  your  request  and  that  of  Mrs.  F.  at  your  house  this  morning, 
deepened  the  feelings  of  sympathy  which  I  tliought  last  evening 
could  not  possibly  be  exceeded.  I  feel  prepared  to  do  or  suffer 
any  thing  for  you  in  any  event.  However  you  may  prove  to 
have  acted,  right  or  wrong,  the  feeling  whicli  will  ever  govern 
every  other,  will  be  that  of  tender  sympathy,  weeping  for  your 
injuriesy  if  you  prove  to  be  innocent,  or  weeping  at  your  fall. 

I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  prevailing  opinion  of  the  counciL 
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My  surmises  would  not  influence  me,  even  if  they  were  stronger 
on  either  side,  in  what  I  am  about  to  say  to  you.  I  am  writing 
this  for  no  one  ever  to  see  but  you.  I  write  this,  and  may  you 
read  it  with  prayer  to  the  all-seeing  God. 

I  am  writing  on  the  supposition  that,  notwithstanding  all  that 
has  b(!en  said,  you,  my  dear  brother,  have  had  criminal  inter- 
course with  R.  D.  Whether  you  have  or  not,  God,  and  you, 
and  she  only  know. 

Now  suppose  that  the  council  declare  that,  in  their  opinion, 
you  are  guilty.  You  will  have  this  alternative  presented  to 
your  mind,  in  case  you  are  guilty,  (namely,)  to  lie  about  it^  or 
to  confess  it.  To  lie  about  it  will  be  to  carry  the  wrath  of  God 
in  your  conscience.  To  confess  then  will  be  to  have  doubts 
yourself,  it  may  be,  and  to  excite  doubts  in  others,  of  the  genu- 
ineness of  your  repentance.  You  will  repent,  if  at  all,  by  con- 
straint, which  will  always  injure  you. 

While  you  are  reading  this,  and  within  a  few  hours  subse- 
quently, that  is,  before  the  result  of  the  council  is  declared,  you 
have  an  opportunity  for  repentance  and  confession,  such  as  you 
can  never  see  again.  Y'ou  can  repent  now,  uninfluenced  by  the 
fear  of  man,  ignorant  of  what  the  council  will  decide,  and  Hot 
knowing  but  that  they  will  clear  you.  It  is  in  your  power  now, 
by  the  grace  of  God,  to  address  a  letter  to  the  council  while  in 
session,  whi(;h,  as  an  illustration  of  a  broken  heart  and  contrite 
spirit,  may  do  more  good  through  all  time,  than  your  misconduct 
may  have  done  harm.  O  what  infinite  importance  hangs  about 
you  and  your  decision,  during  the  session  of  the  council !  As 
soon  as  they  declare  the  result,  the  opj)ortunity  is  gone  forever. 
You  can,  of  course,  repent  afterwards,  and  be  forgiven  ;  but  you 
can  see,  my  dear  brother,  what  unspeakable  importance  attaches 
to  a  rei)entance  exercised,  and  a  confession  made  at  a  moment, 
when  nothing  but  the  fear  of  God  and  sincere  sorrow  may  ap- 
pear to  have  influenced  you. 

There  is  anotln^r  consideration.  If  you  are  unjustly  acquit- 
ted, your  betrayed  and  ruined  victim  will  be  the  object  of  perse- 
cution, and  no  one  knows  of  what  sufi\iring.  God  knows  if  you 
robbed  that  poor  girl  of  her  virtue ;  and  now  if  you,  her  de- 
stroyer, are  the  instrument  of  further  injustice  and  suifering  to 
her,  what  punishment  can  avenging  justice  And  for  you  com- 
mensurate witli  your  wickedness.  I  would  stand  before  you, 
dear  brother,  in  your  path,  and  beseech  you,  by  the  mercies  of 
God,  not  to  sufter  yourself  to  be  unjustly  acquitted.  The  great- 
est wrath  which  God  may  provide  for  you  may  be  to  let  you  be 
acquitted,  though  a  guilty  man.    You  hope  to  be  acquitted.    Mjr 
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dear  brother,  woe  to  you  if  you  are  acquitted,  if  guilty.  Pre- 
vent it  nhile  you  may. 

You  will  say,  "  what  a  hypocrite  and  liar  the  world  will  eall 
me  if,  on  a  dying  bed,  il<'  I  or  llicy  supposed,  I  ?aid  I  was  in- 
noi-ent  when  I  was  guilty ! "  Let  the  world  know  how  bad  you 
were.  By  your  dreadful  experience  warn  men,  as  you  will,  of 
the  tremendous  effects  of  guilt  on  the  heart  and  soul.  You  may 
thu:!  be  a  means  of  good  which  cannot  he  measured, — an  ever- 
lasting rock  with  a  light-house  on  it,  amid.^t  the  surges  and 
storms  of  the  eea.  You  may  save  more  rouIs  thus,  than  you 
have  done,  or  may  do  by  any  other  means.  But  all  depends, 
perhaps,  on  your  acting  right  before  the  council  adjourns. 

Now  if  you  are  innocent,  all  thia  has  no  weight,  of  course,  ex- 
cept to  increase  your  load  of  sorrow.  But  if  otherwise,  (and 
all  the  testimony  on  your  side,  and  all  youras8everation8,do  not 
remove  my  first  impressions  that  you  are  otherwise  than  inno- 
cent). O,  take  the  advice  of  one  who  loves  you,  and  will  rejoice 
in  heaven  with  you  at  the  infinite  grace  of  God.  Do  you  need 
anything  to  open  the  way  for  you  before  the  council?  Use 
this  letter  for  that  purpose,  if  nothing  else  occure.  Send  for  two 
of  them  and  confer  with  them.  And,  relying  on  that  blood  which 
was  shed  for  you  and  me,  give  yourself  up  to  Christ  to  mngiiify 
tlie  grace  of  God.  Every  momeut  may  be  important.  I  will 
believe  that  God  has  great  mercy  and  a  great  work  for  you. 
Consider  poor  exiled  Dr.  F.  If  guilty,  you  may  ever  be  like 
him,  useless  and  lo.st,  unlesa  you  come  forward  to  confe.ssion. 

But  if  you  are  innocent,  have  courage,  my  dear,  dear  brother. 
God  will  glorify  himself  by  you  as  yet,  and  you  will  yet  praise 
him,  and  your  enemies  will  be  found  liars  unio  you,  and  you 
will  tread  upon  their  high  places.     In  love,  and  prayer,  and 

Mo?t  affectionately  and  truly  yours,  N.  Adaus. 

The  reader  will  judge  how  consoling  this  letter  must 
have  been  to  myself  and  wife,  from  whom  he  had  juat 
taken  his  leave  \<nth  such  kind  and  gracious  words  of 
encouragement.  He  had  been  speaking  comforting 
words  to  me,  telling  me  not  to  despond,  but  take  cour- 
age ;  and  now  in  a  few  short  hours,  he  urges  me  by  all 
his  eloquence,  and  pathos,  and  tears,  and  anxiety  for  my 
greater  stiocess  in  saving  souls,  and  particularly  by  his 
tender  affection  for  me  as  his  dear,  dear  brother, — by 
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all  these  moving  and  melting  considerations,  he  urges 
me  to  go  immediately  (for  the  least  delay  may  be  fatal, 
and  prove  perdition  to  my  soul,)  into  the  council,  and 
confess  myself  a  liar  and  a  hypocrite  !  I  dare  not  trust 
myself  to  make  any  comments  on  this  letter.  I  much 
prefer  that  my  readers  should  be  their  own  commentators. 
I  might  put  a  very  erroneous  construction  on  it ;  for  I 
was  once  telling  a  clerical  friend  of  his  what  I  thought  of 
it,  and  I  found  that  his  views  were  widely  different  from 
mine.  "  When  I  read  that  letter,"  said  he,  "  I  thought 
that  Mr.  Adams  must  have  been  inspired  in  writing  it." 
That  gentleman  was  then  a  warm  abolitionist.  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  now  whether  he  thinks  that  Mr.  Adams 
was  inspired  when  he  wrote  his  recent  book  on  slavery  ? 

I  ought  to  have  mentioned  on  a  preceding  page,  that 
during  the  session  of  the  council.  Deacon  Drake,  and 
others  from  South  Boston  who  sympathized  with  him, 
were  present  a  part  of  the  time,  mingling  with  the 
council  and  the  spectators ;  and  after  their  departure  I 
heard  for  the  first  time  the  story  of  my  having  once  had 
an  infamous  disease, —  which  story,!  was  told,  was  con- 
fidently asserted  as  true  by  Deacon  Drake,  who  referred 
to  Dr.  George  Hayward,  of  Boston,  as  his  authority ! 
What  influence  this  report  had  upon  the  council  in  their 
result,  the  reader  can  judge. 

With  the  return  of  the  council  on  Monday  morning 
came  two  of  the  committee,  Messrs.  Riddel  and  Beecher, 
Mr.  Adams  doubtless  thinking  that  he  could  do  more 
service  by  his  letter  than  by  his  presence.  And  why 
were  they  there  during  the  secret  session  of  the  council 
for  two  days,  when  no  further  testimony  was  to  be  ad- 
mitted, and  their  specific  work  was  done  ?  But  there 
they  were,  putting  up  at  the  same  hotel  with  the  coun- 
cil, and  conversing  with  the  members  at  meal-times,  and 
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during  their  recesses.  Considering  their  known  object 
in  being  there  during  the  open  session,  can  any  one  mis- 
take their  object  at  the  secret  session  ?  I  would  care- 
fully refrain  from  hastily  ascribing  unworthy  motives  to 
these  gentlemen.  But  all  will  admit  that  they  must 
have  had  some  object  in  view.  And  can  any  one  sup- 
pose that  their  presence  there  at  such  a  time  could  have 
been  for  my  benei&t  ?  It  seemed  too  much  like  lawyers 
mingling  with  the  jury  after  having  plead  the  cause  of 
the  plaintiff,  and  before  the  verdict  was  made  up  and 
declared. 

On  Tuesday,  at  5  o'clock,  p.  M.,  the  council  came  to 
the  following  result :  — 

The  council  feel  compelled  to  express  their  deep  conviction 
that  Mr.  Fairchild  cannot  be  innocent  in  tliis  matter ;  and  that, 
unless  he  can  present  a  clearer  vindication  of  himself  before 
some  tribunal  more  competent  than  ourselves  to  compel  the  at- 
tendance of  witnesses,  and  the  utterance  of  all  the  truth ;  and  till 
8uch  act  be  done,  he  ought  not,  and,  so  far  as  our  decision  goes, 
does  not,  longer  hold  the  place  of  a  minister  in  the  church  of 
Christ. 

If  I  have  been  correctly  informed,  the  minority  made 
strenuous  efforts  to  bring  the  council  to  vote  directly  on 
the  question  which  they  were  called  io  settle,  —  that  is, 
guilty,  or  not  guilty.  They  were  not  called  there  to 
suspend  me ;  but  to  acquit,  or  condemn  me.  I  have 
repeatedly  been  told  that  very  few,  if  any  of  that  coun- 
cil, would  have  voted  me  guilty,  notwithstanding  the 
unwearied  efforts  of  the  committee  of  the  Suftblk  South 
Association  to  induce  them  to  render  such  a  verdict ; 
but  for  suspension  the  majority  was  large.  The  follow- 
ing gentlemen  voted  to  acquit  me,  namely.  Dr.  Burgess 
of  Dedham,  Dr.  French  of  North  Hampton,  Dr.  Perry 
of  East  Bradford,   Rev.  Mr.  Hopkins  of  Saco,  Rev. 
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Samuel  W.  Clarke  of  Greenland,  and  William  P. 
Haines,  Esq.,  of  Saco.  Rev.  David  T.  Kimball  and  his 
delegate  from  the  church  in  Ipswich,  were  absent.  As 
they  had  heard  all  the  evidence,  had  they  been  present 
they  would  have  voted  with  the  minority.  Mr.  Haines 
was  a  lawyer,  distinguished  for  the  clearness  of  his 
mind  and  the  soundness  of  his  judgment,  and  fully  ac- 
quainted with  the  nature  of  evidence,  and  whom  I  never 
saw  till  I  was  introduced  to  him  in  the  lecture  room  at 
Exeter,  and  never  had  one  moment's  conversation  with 
him  till  Saturday  morning  after  the  testimony  was  all 
in,  at  which  hour  he  called  on  me,  and  spoke  a  few 
kind  words,  and  assured  me  that  if  that  case  had  been 
given  to  a  jury  on  such  testimony  they  would  have  ac- 
quitted me  in  ten  minutes. 

Tlie  result  spoke  for  itself.  It  was  a  suspension  from 
the  ministry  till  I  should  go  to  some  more  competent 
tribunal, — that  is,  to  a  civil  court,  and  be  there  acquit- 
ted. When  that  act  was  done,  my  restoration  to  office 
was  immediate  ;  but  till  then,  I  was  to  remain  out  of 
office.  Everybody  so  understood  the  result ;  members 
of  the  council  assured  me  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  but 
to  go  to  that  civil  tribunal,  as  recommended  by  the 
council,  and  obtaid  a  verdict  in  my  favor,  in  order  to 
reinstate  me  in  the  ministry.  In  other  words,  they  had 
made  their  final  verdict  depend  on  the  verdict  of  a  jury. 
And  I  acted  accordingly,  believing  that  they  meant  to 
carry  out  in  good  faith  what  they  had  virtually  pledged 
themselves  to  do. 
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CHAPTER  V. 

Before  the  council  adjourned  the  moderator  and 
Bcribe  were  directed  to  furnish  a  brief  statement  of  the 
doings  of  the  council  for  publication.  In  the  discharge 
of  this  duty,  these  gentlemen  issued  in  a  few  days  the 
following  communication,  published  in  Tlie  New  Eng" 
land  Puritan.     1  take  firom  it  the  closing  paragraph  :  — 

We  trust  we  do  not  transcend  our  commission,  when  we  state 
that  a  number  of  the  brethren  at  least  who  appear  in  the  nega- 
tive, appear  there  not  because  they  deemed  Mr.  Fairctiild 
proved  innocent,  or  believed  that  he  ought  to  have  been  acquit- 
ted; but  because  they  supposed  that  some  further  testimony 
might  possibly  be  obtained  which  would  go  to  set  his  case  in  a 
less  unfavorable  light,  or  because  their  minds  were  not  so  clear 
in  the  case  as  to  warrant  them  in  immediate  decisive  action. 
Justice  to  those  brethren  requires  this  statement.  But  as  no 
request  was  preferred  by  Mr.  Fairchild  for  any  further  hearing, 
or  for  the  presentation  of  any  further  testimony,  and  as  five 
days  had  been  consumed  in  the  business  of  the  council,  the 
majority  above  mentioned,  judged  that  they  were  in  possession 
of  the  essential  facts,  and  that  the  action  specified  in  their  result 
was  required  of  them.  Should  another  tribunal  elicit  new  facts, 
and  put  a  new  face  upon  things  more  favorable  to  Mr.  Fair- 
child,  none  will  more  gladly  hail  tlie  light  than  those  who  have 
now  felt  constrained  to  vote  against  him.  Should  evidence  be 
produced  affecting  his  entire  exculpation,  and  setting  him  forth 
lo  the  world  as  an  innocent  man,  they  would  haste  with  unutter- 
able joy  to  reverse  their  present  decision,  and  reckon  him  again 
among  the  faithful  followers  of  Jesus.  But  till  this  act  be  done, 
they  abide  by  the  act  they  have  passed. 

The  subscribers  consider  themselves  as  expressing  the  views 
€f  the  council  in  these  remarks. 

Daniel  Dana,  Moderator. 

L.  F.  DuiMiCK,  Scribe. 
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The  next  week  after  this  communication  appeared,  the 
following  note  was  published  in  the  same  paper :  — 

[To  tho  Editors  of  the  New  England  Puritan. 

Gej^tlemen  :  —  We,  the  subscribers,  members  of  the  eccle- 
giastical  council  lately  convened  at  Exeter,  New  Hampshire,  in 
the  case  of  Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild,  having  seen  a  communication 
of  Rev.  Dr.  Dana  and  Rev.  L.  F.  Dimmick  in  your  paper  of 
the  9th  inst.,  respecting  the  case  of  Mr.  Fairchild,  deem  it  proper 
to  submit  a  few  remarks  thereon. 

If  the  gentlemen  who  wrote  that  communication  had  confined 
themselves  to  the  duty  with  which  they  were  especially  charged 
by  the  council,  that  of  '*  furnishing  a  brief  statement  of  the 
doings  of  the  council  for  publication,"  we  should  be  spared  the 
necessity  of  making  any  remarks.  But  they,  in  our  humble 
opinion,  have  gone  beyond  their  instructions.  They,  as  mem- 
bers of  the  majority,  have  undertaken  without  authority  to  give 
the  opinions  of  the  minority,  —  not  content  that  the  minority 
should  speak  for  themselves  in  ih^  vote  they  gave.  We  cunnot 
consent  to  be  misrepresented  in  this  matter.  The  vote  which 
that  minority  gave  shows  their  true  sentiments.  That  vote  nega^ 
fives  the  decision  of  the  council.  That  vote  the  minority  gave 
deliberately,  and  they  are  willing  tfie  world  should  know  it. 
And  as  for  ourselves,  we  feel  called  upon  to  say,  that  we  cannot 
but  express  our  surprise  that  our  views  should  have  been  so 
misunderstood,  for  we  think  we  were  very  explicit  in  making 
them  known  to  the  council,  and  that  on  more  than  one  occasion. 
So  far  from  supposing,  as  stated  by  them,  "  that  some  further 
testimony  might  possibly  be  obtained,  which  would  go  to  set  his 
case  in  a  less  unfavorable  light,"  we  did,  and  do  now  still  more 
strongly  believe,  that  much  further  testimony  might  undoubtedly 
be  obtained,  which  would  not  only  set  Mr.  Fairchild's  case  in  a 
more  favorable  light,  but  which  would  force  a  council  or  a  jury 
to  acquit  him.  In  this  opinion,  we,  like  all  men,  may  be  mis- 
taken.    But  such  is  our  opinion,  and  upon  it  we  have  acted. 

We  wish  further  to  state,  that  the  council  were  distinctly  and 
repeatedly  informed,  while  in  secret  session,  that  important  evi- 
dence in  his  behalf,  not  yet  heard  by  them,  was  at  hand ;  that 
Mr.  Fairchild  believed  he  could  also  produce  further  testimony 
which  would  at  least  have  an  important  bearing  towards  his 
acquittal,  provided  the  council  would  suspend  their  decision  and 
grant  him  the  necessary  time.  It  was  also  as  explicitly  stated 
that  it  was  Mr.  Fairchild's  earnest  wish  that  the  council  would 
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allow  liirn  this  favor.  Yet  without  noticing  this  statement,  or 
the  wish  of  Air.  Fairchild,  they  came  to  their  decision.  We 
will  not  take  it  upon  ourselves  to  expound  to  the  public  the 
views  of  the  majority,  nor  even  to  take  the  same  liberty  with 
regard  to  the  other  members  of  the  minority,  —  but,  will  only 
add  that  the  statement  of  the  gentlemen  in  question  is  a  mis- 
representation throughout  of  the  views  of  the  undersigned  ;  we 
did  not  believe  IVIr.  Fairchild  guilty,  we  do  not  now  believe 
him  guilty,  and  we  have  faith  that  erelong  his  innocence  will 
be  made  to  appear  to  all. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

Samuel  IIopkins, 
Wm.  p.  Haines. 

Saoo,  Maine,  August  12,  1844. 

In  the  Puritan  of  the  following  week,  if  I  remember 
correctly,  appeared  the  subjoined  note :  — 

[To  the  Editors  of  the  New  England  Pnritan.] 

Gentlemen,  —  The  doings  of  the  council  on  the  case  of  Mr. 
Fairchild  heing  still  before  the  public,  will  you  allow  us  also  to 
speak  for  ourselves  ?  We  are  of  the  minority  in  the  final  act  of 
that  council. 

We  did  not  consider  Mr.  Fairchild  clearly  proved  to  be  inno- 
cent. We  did  not  consider  him  at  all  proved  to  be  guilty.  The 
case  did  not  appear  sufficiently  clear  to  warrant  immediate  de- 
cisioa.  If  a  decision  must  then  be  made,  we  viewed  Mr.  Fair- 
child  as  having  a  right  to  acquittal,  because  not  proved  to  be 
guilty.  Such  were  and  are  our  views  of  the  case.  And  on 
this  we  felt  and  expressed  a  wish  that  our  views  should  be 
known. 

In  regard  to  the  result.  On  the  short  article  dissolving  the 
relation  of  Mr.  Fairchild  to  the  First  Church  in  Exeler,  in  ac- 
cordance with  his  own  request  and  their  concurrence,  the 
council  were  unanimous.  With  the  other  part  of  the  result,  we 
were  and  remain  entirely  dissatisfied. 

Tlie  matter  of  a  conspiracy  against  Mr.  Fairchild  was  not  the 
point  at  issue  ;  and  being  introduced  as  part  of  his  defence,  was, 
afler  considerable  progress,  arrested  and  submitted  on  the 
ground  that  persons  implicated  were  not  present. 

The  testimony  of  the  principal  witness  in  the  case  we  con- 
sider tuhttantiaUy  invalidated,  and  that  it  was  not  corroborated 
bj  the  testimony  of  other  witnesses,  or  Mr.  Fairchild's  admis- 
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Bions  and  published  letter.  We  had  no  conviction,  and  have  no 
conviction  that  Mr,  Fairchild  cannot  be  innocent  in  this  matter  ; 
and  wo  could  not  accede  to  the  sentence  deposing  Mr.  Fairchild 
from  the  ministry  on  the  assumption  of  his  guilt.  To  us  it 
seemed  proper  and  suificient  that  the  exercise  of  his  ministry 
should  be  suspended  while  his  character  remains  in  suspense  in 
the  public  mind. 

It  has  been  said  and  made  the  subject  of  much  conversation, 
and  with  not  a  little  effect,  that  Mr.  Fairchild,  when  favorable 
opportunities  were  repeatedly  given  to  declare  himself  to  be  t«- 
nocent  in  this  matter^  made  no  such  a  declaration.  To  us  at  dif- 
ferent times  he  made  such  a  declaration,  averring  that  he  did  it 
without  any  evasion  or  mental  reservation,  he  declared  that  he 
never  had  had  any  criminal  connection,  that  he  never  had  had 
any  sexual  intercourse  whatever  with  the  person  known  to  the 
public  as  the  principal  witness  in  this  case.  This  declaration, 
of  which  there  is  evidence,  he  also  made  in  other  forms  of  ex- 
pression entirely  unambiguous. 

While  80  freely  expressing  our  own  views  on  the  result,  wo 
hold  in  very  high  esteem  the  large  majority  from  whose  decision 
we  felt  constrained  to  dissent.  But  allow  us  to  say,  it  appeared 
to  us  that  patient  as  the  council  had  been  in  almost  five  days  of 
session,  their  result  was  made  up  at  last  in  undue  haste. 
Yours,  very  respectfully, 

Jonathan  French,  of  North  Hampton,  N.  H, 
S.  W.  Clark,  of  Greenland,  N.  H. 

Rev.  Drs.  Burgess  and  Perry  deeming  that  their  sen- 
timents were  so  well  known  on  the  subject  from  the 
prominent  part  which  they  had  acted  in  the  case,  I  pre- 
sume they  thought  it  unnecessary  to  publish  any  note 
to  correct  the  mistake  into  which  the  moderator  and 
scribe  had  fallen. 

The  editors  of  the  Paritan^  in  their  first  paper  after 
the  adjournment  of  the  comicil,  and  in  which  they  pub- 
lished the  result,  published*  also  an  extract  from  an 
anonymous  letter,  which  they  introduced  on  this  wise : 
"  We  are  permitted  to  make  the  following  extract  from 
a  letter  by  a  gentleman  of  high  character,  who  was  pres- 
ent at  the  trial,  and  is  familiar  with  the  case.     It  was 
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written  in  this  city  to  a  friend  in  another  part  of  the 
State."     A  part  of  that  letter  I  will  here  quote. 

^  The  lonj:^  conflict  is  over.  The  triumph  of  truth  and  jus- 
tice is  gained.  The  council  at  Exeter  hrought  in  their  result 
yesterday  between  five  and  six  o*elock  to  convict  Mr.  Fairchild 
of  all  the  charges.  The  vote  stood  nineteen  to  six.  The  six 
who  did  not  concur,  are  not  to  be  understood  as  votini?  for  his 
acquittal.  The  verdict  is  virtually  unanimous  ;  and  that  of  the 
public,  I   may  say,  entirely  so.     Great  indignation    is   ielt   in 

view  of  the  details  of  the  cjise  ;  and  although  Mr. came  to 

me  at  Exeter  after  the  decision,  and  said  that  if  Mr.  Fairchild's 
friends  would  now  rest  satistled,  he  thought  the  prosecution 
might  be  stopped,  and  that  he  should  advise  it ;  still  I  find  tliis 
morning  some  of  our  best  citizens  earnest  for  a  cxuitinuance." 

Will  the  reader  believe  me  when  I  assure  him  that 
this  letter  was  written  by  Rev.  Samuel  H.  Riddel,  chair- 
man of  the  committee  of  Suffolk  South  Association,  who 
gallanted  Rhoda  so  politely,  to  and  from  the  lecture 
room  at  Exeter,  knowing  well  what  she  was  from  her 
own  lips !  Yet,  so  it  was.  I  am  ashamed  to  record  it. 
That  extract  gave  me  more  pain  than  any  and  all  the 
pieces  which  I  had  ever  seen  published  on  my  case, 
coming  as  it  did  from  such  a  source.  I  was  apprehen- 
sive that  an  officer  might  come  unexpectedly  from  Boston 
to  arrest  me  as  a  criminal ;  and  to  be  taken  to  that  good 
city  where  I  had  spent  more  than  fifteen  years,  —  and 
formed  such  an  extensive  and  valuable  circle  of  acquaint- 
ance,—  where  I  had  so  often  occupied  the  best  pulpits 
and  preached  to  the  most  respectable  congregations,  — 
to  be  taken  there  as  a  criminal  and  conducted  through  the 
streets  by  some  officer  of  the  police,  to  jaU  as  a  felon, 
knowing,  as  I  did,  that  I  no  more  deserved  such  treat- 
ment than  the  author  of  that  letter,  —  this  was  more 
than  I  could  well  endure.  But  I  had  friends  in  Exeter, 
—  the  best  and  the  kindest  friends,  who  could  see  noth- 
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ing  in  the  testimony  before  the  council  to  convict  me  of 
crime,  while  Messrs.  Riddel,  Adams,  and  Beecher  could 
see  enough  to  make  me  out  the  wickedest  man  that 
walked  the  earth.  But  the  best  of  all  earthly  friends 
was  my  wife.  I  was  so  excited  on  reading  that  extract, 
and  so  totally  unprepared  to  go  to  Boston  for  trial, 
which  I  had  already  determined  to  do  as  soon  as  my 
legal  counsel  should  see  the  way  properly  opened,  that  I 
made  immediate  arrangements  to  leave  Exeter,  and  go 
to  the  White  Mountains,  requesting  my  friends  to  keep 
the  matter  private  as  to  the  place  w^hither  I  had  gone, 
and  desiring  them,  if  a  requisition  should  come  from  the 
governor  for  my  arrest  to  notify  me  of  it,  and  I  would 
then  go  to  my  daughter's  in  Detroit.  Accordingly  one 
of  my  parishioners  took  me  in  a  carriage  on  Saturday 
evening  and  carried  me  some  distance  beyond  Dover,  (I 
have  forgotten  the  name  of  the  place,)  where  we  arrived 
on  Sabbath  morning  between  two  and  three  o'clock. 
He  left  me  at  the  public-house  where  I  spent  the  Sab- 
bath ;  and  as  no  stage  passed  that  way  till  Tuesday 
afternoon,  I  remained  there  till  one  arrived.  My  son 
was  on  the  stage  having  charge  of  my  trunk,  and  going 
with  me  to  the  mountains.  The  stage  was  full ;  and  as 
I  supposed  that  I  should  at  once  be  recognized  by  some 
of  the  passengers,  who  I  thought  had  probably  read  that 
extract  in  the  Puritaii,  I  went  out  to  take  my  seat  in  the 
stage  with  feelings  which  the  reader  cannot  need  me  to 
describe.  I  cast  my  eye  into  the  stage,  and  saw  no  one 
that  I  knew,  and  none  appeared  to  know  me.  This  was 
some  relief  to  my  troubled  mind.  But  the  stage  was 
full,  so  that  I  took  the  top  seat,  on  the  left  hand,  my 
son  on  the  right,  and  a  stranger  next.  We  had  not 
gone  far,  before  my  son  whispered  to  me,  and  said,  "  this 
gentleman  knows  you,  father."     I  then  addressed  him, 
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and  inquired  if  he  knew  me.   "  Yes,  Sir,"  said  he.   "  And 
though  I  belong  to  Mr.  Kirk's  church,  I  have  often  been 
to  South  Boston  to  hear  you  preach ;  and  I  would  go 
again  to  hear  you  with  just  as  much  pleasure  as  I  ever 
did."     I  thanked  him  for  his  kindness,  and  then  told 
him  that  I  was  fearful  I  might  be  insulted,  —  perhaps 
roughly  handled  while  on  my  present  journey.     I  shall 
never  forget  his  reply.     Said  he,  ".  I  am  going  to  the 
White  Mountains  myself;  and  if  any  man  should  at- 
tempt to  maltreat  you  while  I  am  with  you,  he  must 
pass  over  my  corpse  to  do  it."     He  then  showed  me  an 
article  in  the  Times  of  that  morning,  which  spoke  very 
kindly  of  my  case.     And  I  could  not  but  contrast  its 
spirit  with  that  of  Mr.  Riddel's  article  in  the  Puritan; 
the  one  conducted  by  stanch  professors  of  godliness,  and 
the  other,  by  gentlemen  making  no  special  pretensions 
to  religion  by  an  open  profession ;  the  one  inflicting 
indescribable  pain,  —  the   other  imparting   a   soothing 
balm  to  my  anxious  and  bleeding  heart.     He  assured 
me  that  public  sentiment  was  greatly  in  my  favor.     On 
my  arrival  at  the  mountains  I  was  recognized  at  once  ; 
yet  I  received  the  kindest  treatment.     I  spent  a  few 
days  there,  and  on  my  return,  I  went  by  the  way  of 
Saco,  to  spend  a  few  days  with  Messrs.  Hopkins  and 
Haines,  who  had  been  members  of  the  council  at  Exe- 
ter, and  were  among  the  immortal  six,  as  I  am  accus- 
tomed to  call  them,  who  voted  for  my  acquittal.    While 
I  was.  there  Mr.  Riddel  came  into  the  town  andspent  the 
night  with  Mr.  Hopkins.     In  the  morning  he  called  at 
my  room,  conversed  very  pleasantly  with  me  for  fifteen 
or  twenty  minutes,  and  >Xrhen  he  arose  to  take  his  leave, 
he  kindly  invited  me  to  visit  him  whenever  I  came  to 
Boston !     And  yet  two  weeks  had  not  elapsed  since  he 
allowed  the  above  extract  to  be  published  in  the  Puri^ 
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ta7i.  I  had  not  then  even  suspected  him  as  the  author. 
There  he  was  inviting  a  man  to  call  and  see  him,  whom 
he  believed  richly  to  deserve  a  home  in  the  State  prison, 
as  having,"  been  proved  guilty  of  all  the  charges  brought 
against  him  "  He  was  not  satisfied  with  my  being  sus- 
pended from  the  ministry,  and  the  disgrace  thus  brought 
upon  my  wife  and  children  as  dear  to  me  as  his  own 
could  have  been  to  him,  and  depriving  me  too  of  the 
means  of  feeding  and  clothing  them ;  but  he  must  rep- 
resent "the  council  as  virtually  unanimous,  and  the 
public  as  entirely  so."  When  I  ascertained  that  he  wrote 
that  letter,  I  could  not  help  exclaiming,  why  this  anxiety 
to  crush  and  destroy  me  ?  Have  I  ever  done  him  any 
wrong  ?  Have  I  been  a  disgrace  to  the  ministry  on  a 
standing  in  it  of  more  than  thirty  years  ?  But  I  had  no 
heart  to  comment  on  such  feelings  and  wishes  indulged 
by  a  jriinister  of  that  Gospel  which  enjoins  mercy,  for- 
bearance, and  kindness,  even  to  the  guilty.  Can  any 
one  censure  me  for  exclaiming,  in  the  language  of  Job, 
"  My  brethren  have  dealt  deceitfully  as  a  brook ! " 

Having  made  up  my  mind  to  meet  the  indictment  in 
Boston,  I  foresaw  that  the  expenses  must  be  great,  and 
that  they  could  not  be  met  on  credit,  or  the  charity  of 
friends.  I  then  owned  a  house  in  South  Boston,  at 
least  I  had  a  deed  of  it,  while  in  equity  it  was  my  wife's. 
On  consulting  her,  she  at  once  advised  to  sell  it,  and 
spend  the  whole  amount,  if  necessary,  for  my  deliver- 
ance out  of  the  unhappy  position  in  which  I  then  stood. 
For,  said  she,  "  you  will  certainly  be  acquitted ;  and  then 
those  brethren  who  have  deserted  you,  will  rally  around 
you,  —  pulpits  will  be  again  open  to  you,  —  public  con- 
fidence restored,  and  you  will  yet  labor  successfully,  be 
spared  to  do  good,  and  provide  for  your  family,  so  that 
we  shall  not  suffer  from  hunger,  or  cold,  or  nakedness." 
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Alas !  she  little  thought  what  a  different  course  some  of 
my  brethren  would  take  in  ease  of  my  acquittal.  I  will 
here  state  how  that  house  came  into  my  possession. 
When  I  received  my  call  to  settle  in  Newburyport, 
among  other  inducements  for  me  to  remain  in  South 
Boston,  several  of  my  parishioners  proposed  to  build  me 
a  dwelling-house  in  part  at  their  own  expense,  to  be 
regarded  as  virtually  the  property  of  my  wife  and 
children,  that  they  might  have  a  home  in  case  death 
should  remove  me  from  my  labors.  I  remained,  and 
the  house  was  built  This  was  in  1834.  When  I  took 
possession  of  the  house,  there  was  a  debt  on  it  of  about 
two  thousand  dollars,  which  I  raised  by  mortgaging  the 
property.  As  often  as  I  could  make  a  payment,  the 
gentleman  indorsed  it  on  the  note.  By  saving  a  little 
from  my  salary,  and  by  donations  from  friends  in  the 
city  directly  to  me  or  to  my  wife,  I  made  the  last  pay- 
ment in  the  spring  of  1842,  just  before  I  took  my  dis- 
mission. This  house  was  all  my  earthly  substance. 
When  I  proceeded  to  make  sale  of  it,  I  found,  to  my 
utter  astonishment,  that  there  was  an  attachment  on  it 
to  the  amount  of  twelve  hundred  dollars,  when  I  was 
not  indebted  one  mill,  as  Deacon  Drake  well  knew; 
and  yet  he  or  his  coadjutors  caused  that  attachment  to 
be  levied  in  the  manner  now  to  be  stated.  Two  of  the 
gentlemen  who  had  been  my  most  liberal  benefactors  in 
the  erection  of  that  house,  suggested  the  propriety  of 
my  giving  them  a  bond,  obligating  myself  to  refund  to 
them  what  they  had  given,  in  case  I  should  receive  a 
call  from  a  wealthier  church,  and  the  offer  of  a  larger 
salary,  and  deem  it  my  duty  to  accept.  I  immediately 
wrote  the  obligation,  which  closes  as  follows  :  — 

I  hereby  promise,  that  if  ever  I  ajik  a  dismission  to  become 
the  pastor  of  any  other  church,  or  voluntarily  leave  my  present 
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station  to  occupy  another,  either  as  pastor  or  teacher,  I  will 
refund  to  the  ahove-named  gentlemen  six  hundred  dollars  each. 
But  it  is  distinctly  understood  that  nothing  is  to  be  refunded  in 
case  I  am  taken  off  from  my  labors  by  sickness,  or  infirmity,  or 
death. 

In  1836  one  of  these  gentlemen  deceased.  Deacon 
Drake  administered  on  the  estate.  He  found  this  obli- 
gation among  the  papers  of  my  deceased  friend.  He 
saw  from  the  terms  of  it  that  I  was  not  indebted  to  that 
estate.  But  notwithstanding  the  estate  had  been  settled 
for  years,  yet  as  soon  as  he  gets  hold  of  the  Rhoda  affair, 
he  goes  to  his  neighbor,  Mr.  Stephen  Jenny,  with  whom 
I  had  about  that  time  exchanged  houses,  and  inquires 
of  him  whether  there  had  been  an  exchange  of  deeds, 
adding  that  there  was  to  be  an  attachment  levied  on  my 
house,  and  he  wanted  to  know  which  house  to  attach. 
Either  then  or  in  a  subsequent  conversation,  he  said  to 
Mr.  Jenny,  "  Perhaps  you  think  that  wc  have  dealt  hardly 
by  Mr.  Fairchild ;  but  you  will  find  out  by  and  by  that 
we  had  reason  for  doing  what  we  have  done,"  or  words 
to  that  effect  I  had  agreed  to  refund  if  Heft  the  church 
voluntarily ;  and  yet  here  was  Deacon  Drake  attempting 
to  make  the  obligation  binding,  when  he  had  been 
engaged  in  driving  me  away.  The  deacon,  too,  was 
anxious  to  make  me  refund  when  he  well  knew  of  my 
sickness,  and  had  every  reason  to  believe  that  his  unkind 
treatment  of  me  was  the  principal  cause  of  it  He 
knew  from  every  one  of  the  conditions  of  the  obligation 
that  I  was  not  indebted  to  that  estate.  And  yet  the 
attachment  was  levied.  But  no  attempt  was  ever  made 
to  bring  the  case  into  court  for  trial,  though  my  enemies 
contrived,  by  postponement  from  time  to  time,  to  make 
me  a  great  deal  of  expense  and  trouble.  I  sold  the 
house  for  ^3,675 ;  and  when  the  jury  brought  in  their 
verdict  of  not  guilty,  I  had  expended   not  far  from 
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$2,000.     And  all  the  rest,  and  more  than  all,  has  since 
been  spent  in  self-defence. 

In  September,  after  the  council  had  suspended  me, 
Mr.  Ebenezer  Hayward,  a  former  parishioner  of  mine  in 
South  Boston,  came  to  spend  the  night  with  me. 
Before  leaving  the  city,  he  says  that  he  called  on  Dr. 
Adams,  and  told  him  that  he  was  going  to  Exeter 
to  advise  me  not  to  deliver  myself  up  for  trial  in 
Boston ;  for  though  he  believed  me  innocent,  yet  so 
powerful  was  the  combination  against  me  here,  that 
there  was  danger  of  my  being  convicted  by  the  jury  and 
sent  to  Charlestown,  and  that  I  had  better  retire,  and  die 
a  martyr.  He  says  that  Mr.  Adams  objected  strongly 
to  his  giving  me  any  such  advice,  on  the  groimd  that  it 
was  my  duty  to  come,  —  a  duty  which  I  owed  to  myself 
and  the  ministry ;  for,  said  he,  "  I  myself  may  be  the 
next  victim.  And  tell  him  that  if  he  will  come  and 
submit  his  case  to  a  jury,  and  is  acquitted,  my  pulpit 
shall  be  opened  to  him  for  the  first."  Mr.  Hayward  did 
come  and  give  me  this  advice.  But  I  would  not  listen 
to  it  a  moment  I  assured  him  that  if  God  spared  my 
life,  I  should  in  due  time  come  to  Boston,  as  Mr.  Adams 
had  advised,  and  cast  myself  on  God  and  the  laws  of 
my  country  for  protection ;  for  I  was  an  innocent  man. 
Mr.  Hayward  says  that  he  returned  and  reported  to  Mr. 
Adams  what  I  said,  and  he  highly  approved  of  it,  and 
renewed  his  pledge  of  opening  his  pulpit  to  me  in  case 
of  my  acquittal.  How  he  has  redeemed  his  pledge,  the 
sequel  will  show. 

6* 
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CHAPTER    VI. 

In  December,  1844,  I  published  my  pamphlet,  "  In- 
iquity Unfolded."  It  proved  something  like  a  bomb- 
shell thrown  into  the  camp  of  the  enemy.  The  facts 
there  disclosed  were  too  true  to  be  controverted,  and 
too  cutting  to  be  patiently  endured.  In  order  to  let  the 
public  know,  not  only  that  I  was  going  to  meet  the  in- 
dictment, but  was  ready  to  prove  the  truth  of  my  state- 
ments, I  announced  my  design  in  my  pamphlet  in  these 
words :  — 

When  my  case  comes  on  for  trial  in  Boston,  I  shall  beg  the 
court  for  liberty  to  put  the  truth  in  evidence.  And  if  I  am 
then  convicted  by  the  jury,  and  the  judge  sentence  me  to  the 
State  prison,  I  submit.  And  even  in  that  confinement  and  dis- 
grace, I  should  deem  my  condition  far  preferable  to  that  of  my 
enemies  and  persecutors,  who  may  be  roaming  the  world  at 
large.  Of  a  clear  conscience  in  this  matter  they  cannot  deprive 
me ;  neither  can  they  take  from  me  the  confidence  of  my  wife 
and  children. 

The  first  meeting  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association 
after  the  publication  of  my  pamphlet,  was  held  on  the 
7th  of  January,  1845.  They  then  passed,  after  much 
exciting  discussion,  that  untruthful  and  unfortunate 
preamble  and  vote,  which  has  been  the  occasion  of  so 
much  unpleasant  controversy  and  expensive  litigation. 
That  preamble  and  vote,  while  I  am  now  writing,  Feb. 
22, 1855,  stand  on  their  book  of  records  unrescinded. 
They  arc  as  follows :  — 

Whereas  an  ecclesiastical  council,  held  at  Exeter,  New  Hamp- 
shire, in  July  last,  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  and  examining 
charges  against  the  moral  character  of  Rev.  Joy  H.  Fairchild, 
a  member  of  this  Association,  and  at  that  time  pastor  of  the 
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First  Church  in  Exeter  —  at  which  a  committee  of  this  Asso- 
ciation was  present  —  did,  by  their  result,  declare  Mr.  Fairchild 
to  be  guilty  of  the  crimes  alleged  against  him,  and  therefore 
proceeded  to  depose  him  from  the  ministry.     And 

Wherecu  Mr.  Fairchild  having  denied  the  truth  of  said  alle- 
gations, did  persist  in  such  denial  to  the  last,  and  claimed  that 
evidence  in  his  favor  was  in  existence,  not  then  to  be  obtained 
on  account  of  the  absence  of  a  witness  ;  and 

Wheretu  this  Association  having  waited  till  the  present  time, 
to  give  opportunity  for  further  developments  in  the  case,  and  in 
the  mean  time  having  seen  and  interrogated  the  witness  referred 
to,  and  carefully  attended  to  certain  publications  put  forth  by 
Mr.  Fairchild  since  his  trial,  are  now  satisfied  that  no  valid 
evidence  has  appeared  of  the  character  claimed  by  the  ac* 
cnsed ;  therefore, 

Voted,  That  Mr.  Joy  H.  Fairchild,  for  the  crimes  of  seduc- 
tion and  adultery  charged  and  proved  upon  him  before  an  eccle- 
siastical council  at  Exeter,  and  for  falsehood  in  denying  the 
truth  of  these  charges  when  brought  against  him,  and  in  still 
persisting  in  such  denial,  he,  and  he  is  hereby,  separated  from 
his  connection  with  this  Ministerial  Association. 

This  was  the  report  of  the  committee  that  went  to 
Bxeter,  and  exerted  themselves  so  earnestly  and  unad- 
visedly to  procure  my  deposition  from  the  ministry  by 
the  council.  It  was  probably  drawn  up  by  Dr.  Adams ; 
but  urged,  not  only  by  him,  but  by  the  other  members 
of  the  committee  for  adoption  by  the  Association.  In 
vain  did  Dr.  Burgess  protest  against  it  as  false  in  fact, 
and  false  in  principle.  They  would  listen  to  no  argu- 
ment. They  were  determined  (especially  Dr.  Adams) 
that  their  report  should  be  indorsed  by  the  Association. 
Notwithstanding  they  had  just  seen  my  public  an- 
nouncement that  I  was  coming  to  Boston  for  trial  in 
court,  as  the  council  at  Exeter  had  recommended,  they 
would  not  wait  a  single  month  to  ascertain  whether  I 
meant  what  I  had  said.  In  fact,  it  was  urged  by  one 
of  the  committee,  as  I  was  told,  that  I  was  such  a  liar 
that  there  was  no  dependence  to  be  placed  on  any  thing 
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which  I  might  say.  But,  finally,  as  there  was  so  much 
opposition  to  the  course  which  Dr.  Adams  and  the  rest 
of  the  committee  so  strenuously  advocated,  it  was  at 
last  voted  to  place  the  report  upon  the  records,  with 
the  understanding  that  no  public  notice  should  be  given 
of  it  till  after  I  had  had  my  trial,  (which  the  committee 
said  that  they  believed  would  never  take  place,)  and  if 
it  so  happened  that  I  should  be  acquitted,  the  record 
could  then  be  easily  set  right.  And  so  it  was  entered 
upon  their  book  January  7, 1845.  And  in  four  days  after, 
the  fact  of  my  expulsion  from  the  Association  was  thus 
announced  in  the  Daily  Mail.  "  We  understand  that 
the  Rev.  Joy  H.  Fairchild  was  deposed  as  a  member  by 
the  Suffolk  South  Association  of  ministers  at  its  last 
meeting."  This  was  done  by  the  committee,  I  presume, 
partly  to  forestall  public  opinion,  so  that  the  jury  might 
know,  in  case  I  came  on  for  trial,  what  those  thought 
of  me  who  had  been  my  associates  in  the  ministry,  and 
therefore  presumed  to  know  me  best ;  and  partly  to  get 
the  Association  to  record  that  the  council  had  done 
the  very  work  which  their  committee  went  to  Exeter  to 
have  them  do,  and  which  they  doubtless  thought  the 
council  was  recreant  to  duty  for  not  doing.  How  the 
Association  could  commit  so  great  a  blunder,  to  use  no 
harsher  term,  as  to  adopt  the  report  of  their  committee, 
having,  at  the  same  time,  before  them  the  result  of  the 
Exeter  council,  is  to  me  totally  inexplicable,  except  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  prepared  to  adopt  any  report 
which  that  committee  might  recommend.  A  copy  of 
that  record  they  never  forwarded  to  me ;  and  it  was  by 
the  merest  accident  that  I  learned,  more  than  four  years 
afterwards,  (that  is,  in  April,  1849,)  what  the  substance 
of  that  record  was,  and  in  May  was  furnished  at  m  / 
written  request,  with  a  certified  copy.  But  more  about 
this  matter  in  another  chapter. 
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There  are  two  statements  in  this  preamble  wliich  I 
may  as  well  notice  here,  as  the  rest  will  be  more  appro- 
priately noticed  in  another  place.  The  first  is  where 
they  speak  of  "  having  seen  and  interrogated  the  witness 
referred  to."  This  witness  was  the  father  of  my  accus- 
er.  I  received  a  note  from  Mr.  Riddel  dated  October 
18, 1844,  in  which  he  says :  — 

Mr.  Davidson  being  providentially  in  Boston  at  the  time  of 
the  meeting  of  the  Association,  was  invited  to  come  in,  and  to 
commanicate  what  knowledge  be  had  upon  the  subject.  He  did 
80.  But  as  his  statements  did  not,  in  several  important  respects, 
agree  with  yours  before  the  council,  it  seemed  suitable  that  you 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  confronting  him  in  person,  if  it 
should  be  your  wish  to  do  so. 

Perhaps  the  best  way  to  show  what  Mr.  Davidson's 
testimony  was  worth,  will  be  to  quote  a  portion  of  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  John  Dodge,  who  was  Mrs.  Davidson's 
brother,  and  living  in  the  same  neighborhood.  I  was 
informed  at  the  time  of  the  trial  in  comi;  that  Mr.  Dodge 
was  one  of  the  most  respectable  citizens  in  Edgcombe. 
He  relates  a  conversation  which  he  had  with  Mr.  David- 
son on  the  subject  in  February,  1843,  more  than  a  year 
before  the  promise  of  money  was  made  to  Rhoda  to  in- 
duce her  to  accuse  me.  He  says  that  the  conversation 
took  place  while  they  were  at  work  together  in  the 
barn  dressing  flax.  After  Mr.  Davidson  had  given 
a  description  of  his  journey  to  Boston  to  see  me  and 
get  some  money,  he  states  to  Mr.  Dodge  his  interview 
with  me  and  what  passed  between  us.  He  states  what 
I  told  him  I  said  to  his  daughter  when  she  came  to  me 
for  money.  And  here  I  will  quote  literally  from  Mr. 
Dodge's  testimony  as  given  in  court :  — 

Mr.  Fairchild  then  said  he#ld  her  he  was  a  poor  man,— 
thai  the  ohai^  would  ruin  his  family,  and  he  had  rather  pay 
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money  than  be  accused.  She  demanded  the  money  and  ha 
agreed  to  pay  one  hundred  dollars  then,  and  one  hundred  within 
a  year ;  and  though  the  time  had  not  come  for  the  second  sum, 
he  would  try  and  i*aise  it,  provided  it  could  be  kept  a  secret. 
The  money  was  paid.  Then  old  Mr.  Davidson  said  to  Mr. 
Fairchild,  "  You  have  now  settled  with  my  daughter.  You 
must  now  settle  with  me.**  Mr.  Fairchild  said,  "  This  is  hard, 
this  is  unjust,  this  is  cruel;  I  am  an  innocent  man  ;  but  I  had 
rather  pay  the  money  than  be  ruined ;  but  I  am  innocent."  Said 
Davidson,  "  Whether  you  are  innocent  or  guilty  makes  no  dif- 
ference. It  shall  be  laid  on  you  if  you  do  not  come  to  my 
terms.**  Mr.  Fairchild,  after  protesting  his  innocence  again, 
agreed  to  pay  three  hundred  dollars  in  yearly  payments.  Da- 
vidson closed  by  saying  that  Mr.  Fairchild  was  a  nice  man,  a 
true  gentleman,  and  he  believed  him  a  humble  Christian.  I  am 
a  member  of  the  Congregational  church. 

This  is  the  witness  who  was  "seen  and  interrogated" 
by  the  Association  in  secret  conclave,  with  no  one  to 
cross-examine,  —  his  hearers  listening  with  willing  ears 
to  any  body  who  would  confinn  them  in  their  opinions 
already  formed,  —  interested  in  defending  his  daughter, 
especially  as  he  was  to  share  in  the  promised  reward, 
and  as  it  was  then  too  late  to  get  any  more  money  from 
me,  and  as  the  deacons  must  inevitably  come  forward 
and  assume  the  responsibility,  as  they  had  given  their 
written  obligation  to  do,  unless  the  real  father  could  be 
found  and  the  like  sum  be  obtained  from  him ;  but  this 
they  were  likely  to  find  to  be  quite  a  difficult  task,  espec- 
ially after  the  evidence  came  out  in  court  that  the  girl 
herself  had  said  that  it  "  would  puzzle  a  Philadelphia 
lawyer  to  tell."  And  then  as  to  his  testimony  after- 
wards in  court,  if  it  weighed  any  thing  with  the  jury,  it 
was  in  my  favor,  as  every  one  said,  who  heard  it  with- 
out prejudice.  Yes,  here  were  clergymen  listening  to 
such  a  witness,  and  on  his  testimony  condemning  a  poor 
absent  brother,  and  castingg^im  out  of  their  fraternity 
as  too  vile  to  have  even  his  name  remain  on  their  book 
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of  records!  a  Ministerial  Association  formed,  as  Mr. 
Punchard  says,  in  his  view  of  Congregationalism,  for 
the  sole  purpose  "  of  personal  improvement,  the  cultiva- 
tion of  brotherly  kindness,  and  to  assist  each  other,  by 
counsel  and  advice  in  discharging  ministerial  and  paro- 
chial duties."  Who  were  present  in  that  meeting  I  do 
not  know,  neither  do  I  care  to  know. 

The  other  statement  in  the  preamble  which  I  proposed 
to  notice  is  this :  "  Having  carefully  attended  to  certain 
publications  put  forth  by  Mr.  Fairchild  since  his  trial." 
Besides  this,  Mr.  Adams  has  said  to  me,  in  a  letter,  that 
my  "  writings  are  my  worst  enemies,"  and  that  one  of 
tte  most  influential  men  in  our  churches  said  to  him, 
"  I  was  always  in  doubt  what  to  think  of  Mr.  Fairchild's 
case,  till  I  accidentally  took  up  his  pamphlet  and  read 
two  pages ;  from  that  time  my  mind  has  been  clear." 
This  fonning  a  correct  judgment  of  me,  or  of  my 
pamphlet,  on  hastily  reading  two  pages,  was  something 
like  Mr.  Adams's  forming  a  correct  opinion  of  southern 
slavery  by  spending  two  or  three  months  in  the  cities  of 
Charleston  and  Augusta.  Well,  I  suppose  my  pamph- 
let was  defective ;  I  admit  it.  But  not  defective  because 
it  was  not  true ;  but  because  I  sometimes  exhibited  a 
spirit  which  had  too  much  the  appearance  of  vindictive- 
ness  and  recrimination.  But  let  any  candid  reader  con- 
sider the  position  in  which  I  was  placed  when  I  wrote 
that  pamphlet,  and  the  excited  state  of  my  mind  occa- 
sioned by  the  grievous  injuries  which  I  had  suffered 
from  those  men  whose  cruel  wrongs  I  was  then  unfold- 
ing, and  I  am  willing  to  leave  him  to  judge  whether,  in 
a  change  of  circumstances,  he  would  probably  show  a 
better  spirit  And  if  this  does  not  satisfy  him,  I  wiH 
only  say  to  him,  "  Let  him  that  is  without  sin,  cast  the 
first  stone." 
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However,  as  such  is  the  opinion  which  Mr.  Adams, 
and  perhaps  some  others,  entertain  of  my  pamphlet,  I 
think  that  justice  to  myself  requires  me  to  insert  here 
two  or  three  of  the  notices  of  it  by  the  public  press. 
Out  of  many  papers  speaking  of  it  in  terms  of  approba- 
tion, I  will  quote  first  the  notice  of  it  in  a  paper  printed 
in  Hartford,  Connecticut.  I  do  not  recollect  the  name 
of  the  paper ;  for  when  I  cut  out  the  slip  I  omitted  to 
retain  the  name,  as  is  the  case  with  some  others  to  which 
I  shall  hereafter  have  occasion  to  refer.  The  editor  of 
that  paper,  after  announcing  the  title,  "  Iniquity  Un- 
folded," says: — 

The  author  of  the  pamphlet  bearing  the  above  title,  Rev.  Joy 
H.  Fairchild,  has  been  known  and  recognized  by  the  Christian 
public  as  an  able,  faithful,  and  successful  minister  of  the  Con- 
gregational order;  and  it  was  not  until  quite  recently  that  his 
moral  and  religious  character  was  called  in  question  by  any  one. 
From  June,  181G,  until  August,  1827,  —  a  period  of  more  than 
eleven  years,  —  he  was  pastor  of  the  Congregational  Church  in 
East  Hartford.  On  the  22d  of  November,  1827,  he  was  or- 
dained pastor  of  the  church  in  South  Boston,  where  he  remained 
until  May,  1842.  He  was  subsequently  settled  in  the  ministry 
in  Exeter,  New  Hampshire^  and  it  was  while  in  the  latter  place 
that  a  criminal  charge  was  brought  against  him,  —  a  case  which 
has  excited  much  interest,  and  obtained  great  notoriety. 

We  have  read  the  pamphlet  with  much  interest,  and  deem  it 
but  justice  to  say  that  we  cannot  well  see  how  any  unprejudiced 
mind,  after  its  careful  perusal,  can  fail  to  arrive  at  the  conclu- 
sion that  Mr.  Fairchild  has  been  slanderously  assailed  and  per- 
secuted by  his  enemies  ;  and  this,  we  are  assured,  is  the  opinion 
of  nearly  all  of  those  who  know  him  most  intimately,  and  have 
had  the  best  opportunities  to  judge  of  the  facts  in  the  case. 

The  following  is  the  notice  of  The  Boston  Recorder: — 

Iniquity  Unfolded.  —  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild  has  just  issued 
a  pamphlet,  entitled  "  Iniquity  Unfolded,"  in  which  he  aims  to 
expose  the  treatment  which  he  has  received  from  the  deacons  in 
South  Boston,  and  others.  No  one  will  question  Mr.  Fairchild's 
right  to  make  a  book  in  his  own  defence,  or  to  do  whatever  else 
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he  can  to  vindicate  his  character,  and  remove  the  loud  of  re- 
proach under  which  he  is  suffering.  Probably  no  man,  under 
trials  similar  to  his,  ever  shared  more  largely  in  the  public 
sympathy,  and  there  are  very  few  who  would  not  heartily  rejoice 
could  he  be  proved  innocent.  Whether  this  pamphlet  will 
prove  him  so,  we  cannot  say.  It  contains  some  bold  and  sur- 
prising statements,  the  truth  of  which  we  have  not  the  means  of 
testing.  He  uitimates  his  intention  to  submit  himself  to  a  legal 
trial,  a  measure  to  which  his  friends  have  oflen  advised  him, 
and  wluch,  if  any  thing  can  do  it,  will  secure  a  judgment  in  his 
favor.  It  is  but  just  that  he  should  have  the  public  ear,  and 
every  other  facihty  which  can  be  afforded  him  for  making  his 
defence. 

I  will  trouble  my  readers  with  only  one  reference 
more ;  and  as  they  were  all  written  without  any  siigges 
tion  of  mine,  or  of  ray  Mends,  perhaps  they  will  weigh 
as  much  in  the  judgment  of  the  community  as  the 
opinion  of  Dr.  Adams,  or  that  of  his  influential  friend, 
whose  mind  was  made  clear  on  reading  two  pages  of 
ray  paraphlet.  I  quote  now  from  the  New  Hampshire 
Courier,  published  at  Concord :  — 

Case  of  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild.  —  The  readers  of  the  Courier 
will  recollect  the  trial  and  condemnation  of  this  minister  by  a  nu- 
merous council  at  Exeter ;  nineteen  voted  him  guilty,  and  six  not 
guilty.  That  council  doubtless  acted  an  honest  part ;  their  im- 
pression was  that  his  guilt  was  proved,  and  they  were  zealous  to 
testify  that  they  would  not  screen  even  a  minister  in  guilt ;  their 
zeal  to  preserve  the  ministry  pure,  carried  them  beyond  the 
limits  of  just  caution.  Many,  on  reading  the  report  of  the  trial, 
pronounced  the  evidence  insufficient  to  convict  a  man.  The 
principal  witness  was  herself  a  guilty  person;  and  one,  too, 
who,  for  the  sake  of  money,  bargained  away  conscience,  and 
then  swore  to  his  conviction,  directly  in  the  face  of  her  solemn 
vow;  her  testimony,  therefore,  ought  to  have  been  most 
thoroughly  sifted,  and  received  with  much  abatement.  So 
thought  the  six  who  voted  in  the  negative  on  the  trial.  One 
of  the  six,  a  legal  gentleman  of  ability  and  candor,  declared  to 
Mr.  Fairchild  his  opinion  that  an  impartial  jury  would  have  ac- 
quitted him  in  ten  minutes  on  such  evidence.  We  do  not  im- 
pficate  the  wisdom  and  good  intentions  of  the  council ;  but  any* 
body  may  err ;  we  think  they  did. 
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Mr.  Fairchild  has  recently  published  a  book  of  eighty  pages, 
in  which  he  has  collected  and  exhibited  a  mass  of  evidence  in 
his  own  favor,  which,  had  it  been  presented  to  the  council,  would 
have,  we  think,  procured  his  triumphant  acquittiiL  A  di.stin- 
guijjhed  lawyer,  now  retired  from  practice,  pronounces  his  de- 
fence a  triumphant  one  ;  and  expresses  his  surprise  that  so 
much  testimony  could  be  gathered  up  in  so  short  a  time  since 
the  decision  of  the  council. 

Mr.  Fairchild  is  now  ready  to  go  into  court  and  meet  his  ac- 
cusers face  to  face.  His  enemies,  who  have  used  their  oris  to 
destroy,  who  supposed  they  had  destroyed  him,  will  still  fight 
to  the  hist  against  him,  but  in  vain.  We  are  quite  positive  that 
the  testimony  which  he  embodies  in  his  work  is  enough  to  clear 
him  from  any  charge.  He  will  not  stop  with  an  acquittal ;  he 
will  demand  of  his  prosecutors  redress  ;  and  if  some  of  them 
are  not  sent  to  work  for  the  State,  it  will  not  be  because  they  do 
not  deserve  it.  Even  Mr.  Riddel,  who  assumed  the  part  of 
])rosecutor  before  the  council,  appears  in  an  unenviable  light, 
according  to  the  showing  of  the  pamphlet. 

]\Ir.  Fairdiild  writes  like  an  injured  man,  though  ijot  in 
malice  ;  and  we  predict  that  he  will  stand  even  higher  in  the 
estimation  of  tluj  community  for  having  passed  such  a  fiery 
ordeal.  The  sympathies  of  the  community  began  to  be  enlisted 
in  his  favor  verv  soon  after  his  condemnaticm.  And  to  those 
who  have  rend  his  book,  his  justifu^ation  and  vindic^ition  are 
complete.  We  make  these  remarks  because  his  trial  was  pub- 
lished in  the  Courier,  tliough  before  the  paper  came  into  the 
hards  of  the  j)resent  Editor. 

In  view  of  the  whole  subject,  tlie  reflection  arises,  that 
malicious  men  are  not  unfrequently  wounded  by  the  weapons 
wliieii  lh<'y  have  forged  against  the  life  and  vitals  of  others^ 
Tims  may  it  always  be  ! 

In  accordance  with  the  suggestion,  perhaps  I  ought 
to  say  wish,  of  Mr.  Riddel,  expressed  in  his  letter  to  a 
friend  residing  in  a  distant  part  of  the  State,  an  extract 
from  which  I  just  now  quoted,  special  efforts  began  to 
be  made  about  that  time  to  prevail  on  Governor 
Briggs  1o  send  to  Governor  Steele  of  New  Hampshire 
a  requisition  for  my  arrest  as  a  fugitive  from  justice. 
Governor  Briggs,  I  was  told,  declined  at  first,  on  the 
ground  that  I  was  not  a  fugitive  from  justice, — that 


MFB  OP  REV.  J.  H.  PAIRCHILD.  75 

when  this  complaint  was  made  I  was  quietly  discharg- 
ing my  duties  as  a  clergyman  at  Exeter,  and  that  no 
charge  like  that  then  preferred  against  me,  could  make 
me  in  law  a  fugitive  from  justice.  This  decision  set  the 
matter  at  rest  for  a  while,  though;  somebody  deemed  it 
necessary  to  apologize  in  the  Boston  Atlas  for  what  was 
thought  to  be  a  neglect  of  duty  on  his  part,  in  not  de- 
manding me.  But  soon  after  the  publication  of  my 
pamphlet,  which  so  greatly  excited  and  annoyed  my 
enemies,  Governor  Briggs  was  induced  so  far  to  change 
his  views  on  the  subject  as  to  send  to  Governor  Steele 
for  liberty  to  take  me  by  force  out  of  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire.  I  do  not  know  by  whom  Governor  Briggs 
was  at  last  prevailed  on  to  demand  me  of  Governor 
Steele  ;  but  I  do  know  that  it  was  not  Mr.  Parker,  for 
he  assured  me  that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  directly 
or  indirectlv.  A  friend  of  mine  from  Exeter,  then  in 
Concord  on  business,  ascertained  that  a  requisition  had 
arrived  from  Governor  Briggs  that  morning,  and  Ik; 
notified  me  of  the  fact  immediately.  I  think  this  must 
have  taken  place  early  in  January,  1845.  Though  I  was 
then  not  quite  ready  to  go  to  Boston,  yet  I  concluded  to 
take  no  pains  to  evade  an  officer,  should  one  come  for 
my  arrest  But  I  soon  received  a  second  note  from  my 
friend  at  Concord,  that  the  governor  would  not  deliver 
me  up,  for  two  reasons :  first,  "  that  he  had  no  constitu- 
tional right  to  do  so,"  and,  second,  "  that  he  had  carefully 
read  my  trial  at  Exeter,  and  my  pamphlet  just  pub- 
Ii.shed,  and  did  not  believe  me  guilty."  And  my  friend 
added,  "  The  governor  says  that  Mr.  Fairchild  is  at 
liberty  to  remain  in  New  Hampshire  unmolested ;  and 
though  there  are  many  in  the  State  that  we  should  be 
glad  to  get  rid  of,  yet  he  is  not  one  of  them." 

Soon   after  this,   Mr.  Walker,  the    attorney-general 
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of  New  Hampshire,  was  in  Exeter  on  business,  and  in 
the  evening  he  requested  a  mutual  friend  to  wait  on  me 
to  his  room,  that  he  might  see  the  strange  man  about 
whom  he  had  heard  so  many  wonderful  things.  I  was 
introduced  to  him,  and  spent  an  hour  in  his  company 
very  pleasantly.  He  then  told  me  what  took  place 
when  the  requisition  arrived  from  Governor  Briggs, — 
that  Governor  Steele  immediately  put  the  documents 
into  his  hands  as  his  legal  adviser,  and  that  they  were 
not  long  in  deciding  the  question ;  "  and  now.  Sir,"  said 
he,  "  the  papers  are  all  made  out  which  I  am  going  to 
send  to  Governor  Briggs,  and  there  they  are  in  that 
trunk,  peremptorily  refusing  to  comply  with  the  request ; 
and  had  not  that  question  been  settled,  it  would  have 
been  altogether  improper  for  me  to  have  sought  and 
had  this  interview  with  you ;  but  as  the  case  now  is,  I 
have  the  same  liberty  to  converse  with  you  as  with  any 
one  else."  I  then  showed  him  my  evidence.  He  said, 
"  if  that  evidence  can  be  relied  on,  Mr.  Parker  can  never 
convict  you  against  such  testimony ;  for  though  he  is 
as  savage  as  a  bear,  and  has  little  mercy  for  tlie  crimi- 
nal whom  he  believes  to  be  guilty,  yet  he  cannot  con- 
vict you  unless  your  evidence  fail.  And  he  would  not 
convict  you  if  he  could  against  such  testimony ;  for  he 
is  naturally  a  kind-hearted  man,  and  is  never  an  advo- 
cate for  palpable  injustice.  You  have  nothing  to  fear 
from  any  one  but  the  deacons  at  South  Boston."  This 
is  the  substance  of  what  he  said.  As  I  took  no  notes 
at  the  time,  I,  of  course,  repeat  simply  from  memory. 

I  have  always  thought  that  Governor  Briggs  meant 
to  do  me  a  service,  as  well  as  gratify  my  enemies.  He 
must  have  known,  as  it  seems  to  me,  that  his  first  decis- 
ion was  right,  and  that  Governor  Steele  would  be  of  the 
same  opinion,  and  consequently  refuse  to  give  me  up ; 


LIFE  OP  REV.  J.  H.  PAIRCHILD.  77 

but  as  my  enemies  were  pressing  him  on  the  subject,  he 
concluded  to  grant  their  request,  well  knowing  that  he 
should  thereby  retain  their  good  wishes,  and  at  the  same 
time  show  me  a  favor  by  giving  me  an  opportunity  of 
coming  on  for  trial,  and  letting  the  world  know  that  I 
came  voluntarily,  after  having  been  assured  that  a  requi- 
sition had  been  sent,  and  that  Governor  Steele  had  re- 
turned it  to  Governor  Briggs.  This,  however,  is  only 
my  conjecture.  But  whether  so  designed  or  not  by  the 
governor,  it  certainly  had  that  effect ;  and  I  thank  him 
for  it. 


CHAPTER  VII. 

Just  as  all  things  were  ready  for  my  departure  from 
Exeter  to  Boston,  a  gentleman  remarked  to  me  that 
Deacon  Drake  was  reported  to  have  said  that  if  I  came 
on  for  trial  without  being  forced  liere  by  an  arrest,  it 
would  be  because  Governor  Steele  had  notified  me  that 
if  I  saw  fit  to  give  myself  up  within  so  many  days,  it 
was  well ;  but  if  not,  he  should  cause  me  to  be  arrested, 
and  compel  me  to  come.  Whether  the  deacon  had  so 
reported  I  cannot  say.  But  I  can  say,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  this  report  I  delayed  my  departure  some  days, 
till  I  was  sure  that  Governor  Briggs  must  have  received 
the  papers  from  Geneml  Walker. 

On  Monday  morning,  February  17,  1845,  at  ten 
o'clock,  I  entered  the  court  house  in  Boston,  and  pre- 
sented myself  before  the  Judge  for  trial  on  the  indict- 
ment found  against  me  by  the  grand-jury  In  the  montli 
of  July  preceding.      My  counsel  wislied  tlie  court  to  fix 

7* 


78  REMARKABLE  INCIDENTS  IN  THE 

upon  a  day  for  trial,  and  in  the  mean  time  to  put  me 
under  bonds  for  my  appearance  at  the  time  appointed. 
Rlr.  Parker,  the  prosecuting  attorney,  arose  and  stated 
to  the  court  that  I  was  there  unexpectedly,  —  that  the 
governor  had,  some  time  before,  sent  a  requisition  to 
New  Hampshire  for  my  arrest,  —  that  the  governor  of 
that  State  had  returned  the  papers  and  refused  to  de- 
liver me  up,  —  that  I  was  there  voluntarily,  and  was  not, 
in  law,  a  criminal,  and  that  no  bonds  could  be  legally 
taken  until  a  warrant  had  been  served  upon  me.  And 
so  the  judge  ordered  that  form  to  be  gone  through  with 
by  some  officer  of  the  court  then  present,  who  served 
the  warrant  on  the  spot ;  and  so  I  became  a  legal  pris- 
oner. Monday,  the  24th  day  of  March,  was  assigned  as 
the  time  for  trial.  The  bail  for  my  appearance  on  that 
day  was  fixed  at  one  thousand  dollars,  and  six  of  my 
old  neighbors  and  friends  who  had  known  me  inti- 
mately for  many  years,  came  forward  as  my  surety, — 
Messrs.  Cyrus  Alger,  Stephen  Jenney,  William  Gut- 
tcrson,  H.  N.  Crane,  John  W.  Crafts,  William  Eaton, 
and  William  A.  Aiken.  That  distant  day  being 
appointed  for  the  trial  gave  my  enemies  about  five 
weeks  to  prepare  for  the  contest,  which  they  well  knew 
would  be  a  sad  affair  to  them,  if  they  failed  of  their 
object.  For  fear  that  Mr.  Parker  should  fail  to  do  his 
duty  in  the  case,  they  employed  William  Brigham,  Esq. 
to  assist  him,  and  he  was  soon  at  work  hunting  up  evi- 
dence. He  went  once  to  my  college  class  mate.  Rev. 
Louis  Dwight,  for  which  I  was  thankful ;  but  I  never 
heard  of  bis  going  a  second  time. 

Before  I  left  Exeter  I  had  fixed  upon  no  counsellor  to 
manage  my  case  in  court.  It  was  now  time  to  attend  to 
that  matter.  For  my  junior  counsel  I  soon  selected  John 
A.  BoUes,  Esq.,  who  served  me  well.     I  did  not  select 
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my  senior  counsel  till  some  ten  days  after.  I  con- 
salted  several  gentlemen  of  the  legal  profession  as  to 
the  most  suitable  lawyer  to  plead  the  case  in  court  Mr. 
Bartlett  advised  me  to  employ  Mr.  Choate.  But  to 
this  I  objected,  and  gave  him  my  reasons.  I  told  him, 
what  he  already  well  knew,  that  whenever  a  man  was 
arrested  who  was  really  guilty  and  ought  to  be  punished, 
if  he  employed  Mr.  Choate,  it  was  expected  almost  as  a 
matter  of  course,  that  he  would  be  acquitted.  And  I  felt 
quite  unwilling  to  give  my  enemies  an  opportunity  to 
say,  in  case  of  my  acquittal,  that  no  lawyer  could  have 
cleared  me  but  Mr.  Choate,  and  he  can  clear  anybody. 
I  knew  that  my  cause  was  a  just  and  righteous  one, 
and  that  if  it  could  be  fairly  presented  to  the  judge  and 
jury,  I  should  be  acquitted.  And  all  I  wanted  was  a 
lawyer  of  respectable  character  and  talents  to  argue  my 
case.  This  objection  Mr.  Bartlett  overruled,  and  I  con- 
sented that  he  should  write  to  Mr.  Choate,  who  was  then 
in  the  Senate  at  Washington,  but  would  be  at  home  in 
season  for  that  service.  He  did  write,  and  Mr.  Choate 
replied,  that  owing  to  certain  circumstances,  he  could  not 
take  my  case.  We  concluded  that  he  had  received 
from  some  quarter  a  retaining  fee ;  but  afterwards  I  as- 
certained from  himself,  what  the  true  reason  was,  and 
which  I  will  mention  in  another  place.  I  then  made 
application  to  Judge  Warren,  who  consented  to  take  my 
case.  And  the  result  showed  that  I  made  a  wise  selec- 
tion. But  the  judge,  having  heard  of  the  story  about 
the  "disreputable  disease"  which  was  circulated  at 
Exeter,  would  not  agree  to  take  my  case,  as  ho  after- 
wards told  me,  till  he  had  had  an  interview  with  his 
friend,  Dr.  Hayward.  The  judge  left  the  Doctor  as  well 
.  satisfied  of  my  innocence  as  were  my  friends,  Winslow 
and  Dwight,  who  had  previously  sought  a  similar  inter- 
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view  for  a  similar  purpose,  as  will  be  stated  on  a  subse- 
quent page. 

The  trial  came  on  at  the  time  appointed,  Monday, 
March  24th,  at  ten  o'clock,  a.  m.  In  impanelling  the 
jury,  the  usual  questions  were  asked,  whether  they  were 
impartial,  free  from  prejudice,  and  could  sit  and  give 
judgment  in  the  case  according  to  law  and  evidence. 
One  of  them,  Mr.  George  W.  Bond,  a  well-known  and 
much  respected  merchant  in  this  city,  said  that  he  had 
formed  and  expressed  an  unfavorable  opinion,  and 
deemed  himself  unfit  to  serve.  But  Judge  Warren, 
after  putting  to  him  certain  questions,  which  Mr.  Bond 
answered  to  his  satisfaction,  requested  him  to  retain  his 
seat  among  the  jurors.  The  trial  then  commenced ;  and 
Judge  Washburn,  since  governor,  charged  the  jury  on 
Saturday  morning  about  eleven  o'clock.  The  jury  not 
having  returned  at  one  o'clock,  the  judge  retired  to  his 
lodgings,  having  given  directions  to  be  sent  for  when 
they  should  signify  that  they  were  prepared  to  render  a 
verdict  About  this  time,  Mr.  Parker  signified  to  Mrs. 
Fairchild  a  wish  to  see  her.  On  going  up  to  his  table, 
he  told  her  for  her  comfort,  doubtless  deeply  sympathiz- 
ing with  her,  that  he  should  not  trouble  her  or  her  hus- 
band by  pursuing  the  case  any  further ;  for,  said  he,  "  if 
the  jury  do  not  agree  I  will  enter  a  ivolle  prosequV^  Judge 
Warren  wished  to  know  what  Mr.  Parker  had  said  to 
her;  and  when  she  told  him,  he  replied  with  a  good  deal 
of  feeling :  "  Not  if  I  can  prevent  it ;  for  if  I  cannot  ob- 
tain a  verdict  on  such  evidence,  I  will  give  up  my  pro- 
fession." 

About  five  o'clock,  the  judge  was  recalled.  The  jury 
entered  and  said  they  had  agreed,  and  were  ready  to 
declare  their  verdict.  Sheriff  Eveleth  immediately  arose 
and  gave  notice,  that  if  any  expressions  of  approbation 
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or  disapprobation  should  be  made  by  the  audience,  it 
"would  be  regarded  as  a  contempt  of  court,  and  that  he 
should  call  on  the  officers  present  to  arrest  the  offenders. 
But  the  moment  the  verdict — not  guilty — was  rendered, 
a  shout  went  up  so  loud  and  strong  as  to  make  the  arches 
ring ;  at  this,  the  sheriff  brought  down  his  hammer  upon 
the  desk,  calling  on  the  officers  to  do  their  duty.  But  it 
was  too  late  to  shut  the  door  when  the  steed  had  fled. 
Mr.  Eveleth,  however,  did  not  appear  to  manifest  much 
resentment  at  the  disrespect  shown  to  his  authority; 
and  he  probably  did  not  feel  as  though  his  dignity  had 
been  greatly  insidted. 

As  soon  as  the  commotion  created  .by  the  announce- 
ment of  the  verdict  had  subsided,  I  arose  and  requested 
permission  to  say  a  few  words,  which  the  judge  readily 
granted.     I  spoke  as  follows :  — 

May  it  please  your  Honor,  —  Having  been  acquitted  by  a 
jury  of  my  country,  I  wish  now  to  state  that  from  the  first 
moment  I  heard  that  the  grand-jury  had  found  a  bill  against  me, 
I  determined  to  return  and  meet  the  accusation  as  soon  as  I 
could,  acting  under  a  sense  of  duty  to  myself,  and  the  advice  of 
counsel.  I  determined  to  return  to  the  Old  Bay  State,  to  this 
goodly  city  of  Boston,  to  my  former  acquaintances  and  friends, 
among  whom  I  had  labored  for  fifteen  years  in  the  gospel  min- 
istry, and  who  had  been  witnesses  of  my  daily  life  and  conver- 
sation. I  did  return  ;  and  though  under  the  condemnation  of 
an  ecclesiastical  council,  I  found  a  host  of  friends  to  cheer  and 
comfort  me.  I  have  submitted  myself  to  the  laws,  as  a  good 
citizen  should  do,  and  the  result  is  before  you.  During  the 
trial  my  mouth  has  been  closed ;  but  I  now  declare  with  all 
solemnity,  and  as  in  the  presence  of  my  Maker  and  Judge, 
that  I  am  innocent  of  the  crimes  laid  to  my  charge.  My  ene- 
mies and  persecutors  I  forgive,  and  commend  them  to  the  for- 
giving mercy  of  Almighty  God.  The  pains,  —  the  agonies 
which  they  have  caused  me  to  endure,  no  tongue  can  tell. 
They  have  brought  me  and  mine  almost  to  penury  ;  but  I  will 
8till  trust  in  the  Lord,  and  fear  no  evil.  I  am  now  restored  to 
that  ministry  in  which  I  have  endeavored  to  labor  with  all 
fidelity  for  thirty  years ;  and  being  thus  restored  to  my  office,  I 
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greatly  rejoice.  I  will  only  add,  that  I  thank  your  honor  for 
your  patience  and  impartiality  in  the  discharge  of  your  duty 
as  judj^e.  I  thank  the  county  attorney  for  bis  courtesy;  and 
the  jury  for  their  just  and  righteous  verdict. 

As  soon  as  I  had  finished,  Mr.  Bond,  the  gentleman 
who  at  first  objected  to  serve  on  the  jury,  standing  near 
me,  touched  my  shoulder  and  reminded  me  of  what  he 
had  said  at  the  opening  of  the  court,  and  then  added  • 
"  I  was  fully  satisfied  of  your  legal  innocence  before  1 
left  my  seat ;  but  as  I  and  the  foreman  took  full  notes 
of  the  evidence,  at  my  suggestion  we  have  been  these 
six  hours  going  over  this  evidence  item  by  item,  and 
now  I  am  fully  satisfied  of  your  moral  innocence."  A 
gentleman  then  stepped  up  to  me,  at  that  time  an 
entire  stranger,  and  asked  me  if  I  would  consent  to  ride 
to  my  lodgings  in  the  same  carriage,  and  drawn  by  the 
same  white  horses  which  were  used  when  the  President 
of  the  United  States  was  escorted  through  our  streets. 
I  thanked  him  for  his  kind  feelings,  but  I  could  not 
gratify  him.  I  told  him  that,  as  I  was  greatly  fatigued, 
I  should  deem  it  a  favor  if  he  would  take  me  home  in 
a  plain  carriage.  When  the  carriage  was  ready,  he 
came  to  notify  me ;  and  as  I  left  the  court  room,  I  passed 
through  the  office  of  Sheriff  Eveleth,  who,  as  I  had 
noticed,  was  a  constant  attendant  in  court  while  the 
trial  was  going  on.  He  had  some  previous  acquaint- 
ance with  me,  and  on  that  account  he  probably  felt  de- 
sirous of  hearing  the  testimony,  that  he  might  be  able 
to  judge  for  himself.  As  I  entered  his  office,  he  was 
conversing  with  Mr.  Parker ;  he  left  him  immediately 
and  took  me  by  the  hand,  and  in  the  presence  of  Mr. 
Parker,  congratulated  me  on  my  acquittal,  pronouncing 
the  verdict  a  truthful  one, — just  such  as  the  evidence 
demanded.  And  as  I  passed  out  of  the  court  house 
and  stood  on  the  steps,  there  appeared  to  be,  so  far  as  1 
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could  see,  one  solid  mass  of  human  flesh;  and  the 
moment  I  took  my  seat  in  the  carriage,  I  was  saluted 
with  "  three  times  three  cheers "  with  a  hearty  good- 
will 

Thus  ended  such  a  week  as  I  had  never  seen  before, 
and  hope  never  to  see  again.  And  if  my  enemies  had 
then  acted  the  part  of  good  citizens,  whatever  their 
private  opinions  might  still  have  been,  and  submitted  to 
the  decision  of  the  court,  and  thenceforth  have  let  me 
alone,  they  would  have  saved  me  as  well  as  themselves 
a  world  of  trouble,  and  would  have  greatly  modified,  if 
not  entirely  removed,  the  general  impression  that  tliey 
had  been  pursuing  me  as  vindictive  persecutors.  And 
especially  if  Dr.  Adams  had  then  come  to  me  and  given 
me  his  hand,  and  expressed  his  satisfaction  with  the 
verdict,  and  offered  to  redeem  his  pledge  twice  sent  to 
me,  of  inviting  me  into  his  pulpit  on  my  acquittal, — 
all  would  have  been  buried  in  the  grave  of  oblivion 
years  ago.  But  this  he  would  not  do.  He  did  not  even 
enter  the  court  room  to  hear  one  particle  of  tlie  evidence, 
and  only  came  at  last  to  hear  the  arguments  of  counsel, 
and  I  was  afterwards  credibly  informed,  that  on  his 
way  home  he  remarked  to  a  gentleman  that,  having 
heard  the  arguments,  he  was  more  convinced  of  my 
guilt  than  ever.  But  whether  he  and  his  associates  in 
these  transactions  have  not  now  put  it  beyond  their 
power  to  obtain  a  modification  of  public  sentiment 
more  favorable,  I  leave  to  the  judgment  of  those  who 
may  read  what  follows ;  for  the  strangest  and  most  dis- 
tressing part  of  my  story  is  yet  to  be  told,  and,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  the  most  inexcusable  and  dishonorable  to 
the  chief  actors  in  the  drama. 

The  trial  ended  late  in  the  afternoon  on  Saturday, 
We  were  staying  with  a  good  friend  of  ours,  the  son 
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of  one  of  my  deacons  in  East  Hartford,  who  had  known 
me  well  from  his  childhood,  and  who,  as  soon  as  he 
heard  that  I  was  coming  to  Boston,  sent  us  a  kind  invi- 
tation to  spend  our  time  in  his  family  till  after  the  trial 
was  over.  He  and  his  amiable  lady  took  great  pains  to 
encourage  and  comfort  us ;  and  they  were  as  successful 
as  any  friends  on  earth  could  have  been,  considering  the 
fearful  ordeal  through  which  I  was  about  to  pass. 

The  next  day  was  the  Sabbath.  I  received  a  note 
early  in  the  morning  from  the  then  pastor  of  the  Baptist 
Church  in  South  Boston,  and  who  had  been  present  in 
court  to  hear  the  testimony,  that  he  might  judge  for  him- 
self,—  inviting  me  to  occupy  his  pulpit  with  him  either 
part  of  the  day,  and  if  I  felt  able,  he  wished  me  to  speak 
to  the  people ;  and  if  not  able,  to  come  and  sit  by  his 
side.  But  as  I  was  too  feeble  to  speak,  I  declined  his 
affectionate  and  brotherly  invitation.  Li  the  afternoon, 
I  entered  the  Methodist  Church  as  silently  as  I  could; 
but  I  was  soon  noticed  by  one  of  the  brethren,  who  came 
to  me  with  the  request  that  I  would  take  my  seat  with 
the  preacher  in  the  pulpit;  but  I  declined  on  account  of 
my  feebleness.  Then  the  preacher  himself  came  to  me, 
and  gave  the  same  invitation;  and  lest  I  should  be 
thought  churlish  if  I  longer  refused,  I  consented,  and 
made  the  closing  prayer,  and  read  the  last  hymn. 

When  I  was  in  Saco  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Riddel's  call 
on  me,  as  has  been  already  noticed,  Mr.  Hopkins  ex- 
pressed to  me  his  strong  conviction  that  I  should,  at  no 
distant  day,  reenter  the  pulpit.  I  despondingly  said, 
"  that  will  never  be."  "  Will  you  promise  me,"  said  he, 
"  if  you  go  to  court,  as  the  council  advised,  and  are  ac- 
quitted, that  you  will  preach  your  first  sermon  for  me  ?  " 
"  Certainly,"  said  I.  He  remembered  the  promise  and 
claimed  its  fulfilment,  though  he  had  then  resigned  his 
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office,  and  his  successor  was  already  installed.  And  so 
I  went  to  Saco  and  preached  my  first  sermon  from  these 
words,  "  My  refuse  is  in  God^^  and  in  the  evening  from 
these  words,  "  And  there  shall  be  no  night  therer  As 
that  was  my  first  attempt  at  preaching  after  my  acquit- 
tal, I  trust  the  reader  will  excuse  me  if  I  insert  here  an 
account  of  that  service,  given  by  a  Methodist  clergyman 
who  was  present,  and  who  sent  the  subjoined  letter  the 
next  day  to  be  published  in  the  Olive  Branch,  The 
writer  has  a  method  peculiarly  his  own  in  expressing 
his  thoughts,  and  perhaps  on  that  account,  some  will 
read  it  with  more  interest. 

Saco,  April  7, 1845. 
"  Bcmor  to  vihom  honor  is  rfwe." 

Messrs.  Editors,  —  Permit  me,  through  the  columns  of 
your  paper,  to  speak  in  praise  of  some  gentlemen  herein  named. 
And  tirst,  I  will  speak  of  the  Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild,  who  preached 
yesterday  in  the  Congregational  meeting-house  in  Saco,  to  a 
great  assembly  who  enjoyed  the  privilege  of  sitting  under  the 
droppings  of  the  sanctuary  with  great  delight.  The  morning 
text  was  in  Psalm  62d,  last  clause  of  verse  7th.  In  the  even- 
ing not  less  than  a  thousand  people  heard  him  preach  from  a 
text  in  Uev.,  22d  chapter,  first  clause  of  the  tOtli  verse,  from 
which  (under  five  heads  he  contrasted  the  darkness  of  the  pres- 
ent, with  the  brightness  of  the  future  world  of  glory,  where 
there  will  be  no  night,  nor  pain,  nor  sorrow, — where  tlie  wicked 
will  cea*«  from  troubling,  and  the  weary  be  at  rest).  He  spoke 
with  much  feeling,  sowing  the  word  of  life  in  tears,  and  doubt- 
less lias  lefl  an  impression  for  good  that  will  never  be  forgotten. 

It  may  be  asked,  why  did  he  preach  first  in  Saco  ?  Answer, 
—  Becaasc  when  he  was  crucified  last  August  at  Exeter,  Grod 
sent  wise  men  from  the  East,  namely,  —  the  Rev.  Mr.  Hopkins, 
and  the  Hon.  W.  P.  Haines,  counsellor-at-law,  who  was  also 
Jesus*8  disciple.  These  same  had  not  consented  to  the  council 
and  deed  of  them  who  crucified  him,  but  brought  a  mixture  of 
myrrfa  and  aloes  or  comfortable  words  and  good  looks  more  than 
a  hundred  pounds,  and  did  nothing  secretly  for  fear  of  the  Jews, 
but  publicly  gave  Mr.  Fairchild  their  hands  of  friendship  in  a 
time  of  need.  May  God  remember  them  for  this  in  the  day 
when  be  shall  make  up  his  jewels  I    This  perhaps  is  the  reason 
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why  we  have  had  the  hlessed  privilege  of  hearing  the  injured 
Mr.  Fairchild  preach  first  in  Saco  ;  and  may  the  Lord  give  him 
souls  for  that  day's  labor,  and  in  the  world  to  come,  a  place 
where  there  will  be  no  night. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  the  invisible  hand  of  God  has 
moved  mysteriously  to  bring  the  feet  of  his  servant  through  the 
waters,  and  has  set  them  in  a  large  place  ;  and  I  hope  it  will 
lead  him  and  us  to  trust  in  the  Lord  at  all  times. 

The  next  Sabbath  I  preached  in  my  old  pulpit  at 
Exeter,  and  the  Sabbath  after  for  Dr.  Burgess  in  Ded- 
ham. 

By  this  time  I  had  become  pretty  well  acquainted  with 
the  opinion  of  the  public  press  on  the  subject  of  my  ac- 
quittal, and  also  of  several  most  respectable  gentlemen  of 
the  legal  and  clerical  profession.  I  received  a  note  of  con 
gratulation,  written  on  Monday  the  second  day  after 
my  acquittal,  from  a  clergyman,  which  was  so  gratify- 
ing to  me  at  the  time  that  I  must  be  permitted  to 
insert  it,  that  it  may  be  a  lasting  testimony  to  the  good- 
ness and  kindness  of  that  man's  heart,  and  a  severe  re- 
buke to  those  whose  consciences  may  testify  that  they 
deserve  it.  Though  that  dear  man  is  no  more  with  us ; 
yet  he  has  left  behind  a  host  of  friends  and  loving  par- 
ishioners, who,  I  doubt  not,  will  be  glad  to  hear  his 
opinion  of  the  verdict  of  the  court.  I  refer  to  the  late 
Dr.  Codman,  of  Dorchester ;  and  "  though  dead,  he  yet 
speaketh." 

Dorchester,  Monday  evening,  March  31, 1845. 

My  dear  Sir,  —  I  regret  exceedingly  that  I  was  obliged  to 
part  with  you  so  abruptly  this  morniDg,  having  an  indispensable 
engagement  that  required  immediate  attention.  I  should  have 
expressed  ray  congratulations  upon  the  result  of  your  late  trial, 
and  my  sympathy  with  you  and  your  beloved  wife.  I  am  ex- 
pecting to  leave  the  country  to-morrow ;  but  I  could  not  depart 
without  leaving  this  explanation  behind  me. 

Wishing  you  and  yours  every  blessing, 
I  am,  yours  sincerely, 

John  Codkak. 
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Papers  soon  began  to  pour  in  upon  me,  both  secular 
and  religious,  from  all  parts  of  the  United  States,  highly 
commending  the  verdict  of  the  jury.  I  will  copy  the 
announcement  from  two  or  three  of  the  papers.  The 
Christian  Mirror^  published  in  Portland,  and  edited  by 
Rev.  Asa  Cummings,  D.  D.,  contains  the  following  brief 
notice  of  the  result :  — 

The  congratulations  at  Mr.  Fairchild*s  acquittal  are  most  full 
and  hearty.  He  had  all  but  fallen  a  yietim  to  a  most  wicked 
conspiracy,  and  every  one  must  rejoice  that  the  villanous  plot  is 
DOW  exposed ;  the  more  from  the  fact  of  his  sustaining  the  clerical 
office.  The  majority  of  the  council,  who  tried  the  case,  in  ref- 
erence to  its  ecclesiastical  bearings,  but  who  liad  not  power  like 
a  civil  court  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  at  least  to 
that  needful  extent,  will  doubtless  participate  in  this  rejoicing." 

The  Boston  Recorder  says :  — 

The  result  has  given  general  satisfaction  to  those  who  at- 
tended the  trial,  and  we  know  of  no  reason  why  others  and  all 
should  not  rest  in  the  conclusion  that  the  verdict  is  according  to 
truth.  If  it  be  not  so,  of  what  avail  are  courts  and  juries  to 
any  man,  who  has  had  the  misfortune  to  be  accused  or  sus- 
pected? 

The  Vemumt  Chronicle  says :  — 

From  the  evidence  in  court  we  see  not  how  any  court  or 
ooancil  could  regard  the  principal  witnesses  in  any  other  light 
than  as  unprincipled  characters. 
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CHAPTER    VIII. 

About  this  time  I  heard  that  the  deacons  at  South 
Boston  were  preparing  a  pamphlet  for  publication,  to 
show  the  people  that  I  was  after  aU  a  vile  man,  —  that 
I  had  been  unjustly  acquitted,  and  that  the  honor  of  the 
ministry  and  the  purity  of  the  church  required  them  to 
unmask  me,  and  expose  my  hideous  deformities  to  the 
world.  I  was  told  that  it  was  confidently  asserted  that 
I  should  never  preach  again  after  that  pamphlet  was 
circulated.  It  was  not  long  before  it  was  announced  in 
the  papers ;  a  friend  sent  me  one.  I  first  looked  at  the 
title,  "Truth  Revealed," — and  then  looked  to  see 
whether  any  but  the  deacons  were  responsible  for  it,  by 
appending  their  names ;  and,  to  my  utter  amazement, 
I  could  not  find  the  deacons'  names,  nor  any  other !  I 
read  it ;  and  when  I  had  got  through  I  felt  truly  thank- 
ful that  the  deacons  had  given  it  to  the  world,  and  1  did 
not  wonder  that  it  was  anonymous.  The  public  press 
took  little  notice  of  it.  A  few  editorS  spoke  of  it,  but 
always,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  terms  of  decided  disappro- 
bation.    One  says :  — 

The  pamphlet  published  by  the  South  Boston  deacons,  con- 
cerning 3Ir.  Fairchild's  case,  has  proved  an  abortive  attempt  on 
their  part  to  add  insult  to  injury.  The  silly  affair  does  not  sell, 
and  creates  no  excitement.  We  advise  these  deacons,  and  all 
others  who  have  by  their  savage  persecutions  driven  Mr.  Fair- 
child  wellnigh  to  despair,  to  enter  immediately  upon  a  work  of 
repentance,  ere  the  judgments  of  heaven  fall  upon  them  for 
their  sins.  Mr.  Fairchild  has  been  nobly  acquittcid  in  a  court 
of  justice  of  the  crimes  charged  upon  him  by  a  dissolute  girl, 
and  the  public  verdict  has  also  been  rendered  in  his  favor. 
Now,  we  say,  let  him  alone,  or  rather  assist  him  by  kindneai 
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and  attention  to  regain  his  former  position  in  society.  Those 
who  would  further  wantonly  trifle  with  his  feelings  deserve  the 
severest  reprobation  of  the  public 

Another  editor,  noticing  the  pamphlet,  says :  — 

As  Mr.  Fairchild  voluntarily  submitted  to  a  trial  by  the 
proper  legal  tribunal  of  his  country,  and  by  that  tribunal  was 
triumphantly  acquitted,  we  think  it  evidence  of  reckless  and 
wanton  malice  for  his  quondam  deacons  still  to  hunt  him. 
With  the  candid  and  intelligent,  IVIr.  Fairchild  will  suffer 
nothing  by  this  act,  while  his  pursuers  will  lose  much  of  their 
remaining  hold  on  the  respect  and  confidence  of  the  public, 
which  had  before  been  greatly  weakened  by  the  evident  spite 
and  hearty  good-will  with  which  they  hunted  their  intended 
▼iciim.  Besides,  Mr.  Fairchild  has  complied  with  the  laws  of 
his  country  by  submitting  cheerfully  to  her  judiciary,  which, 
instead  of  condemning  him,  has  spread  over  him  the  broad  jEgi$ 
of  her  protection.  It  is  wholly  gratuitous  to  go  behind  its 
decisions,  as  there  is  not  the  slightest  intimation  that  the  trial 
was  not  managed  fairly.  Reverence  to  our  laws  and  institutions 
should  induce  the  deacons  and  their  clique,  like  good  citizens,  to 
submit.  Society  has  done  all  it  can  to  purify  itself.  If  Mr. 
Fairchild  is  guilty,  these  holy  deacons  cannot  suffer  more  than 
other  members  of  the  community,  and  must  appear  very  awk- 
ward in  being  so  forward  in  still  pursuing  one  whose  sensitive- 
ness is  so  great  as  almost  to  make  life  a  burden  under  their 
clamors  to  have  him  sacrificed.  His  sufferings  already  have 
brought  him  at  times  to  the  very  gates  of  death.  We  wish  the 
men  had  more  charity,  and  a  little  of  the  milk  of  human  kind- 
ness. 

• 

As  the  moderator  and  scribe  of  the  Exeter  council  had 
announced  to  the  world  in  the  Puritan^  immediately 
after  my  suspension  from  the  ministry,  that  if  I  should 
obtain  an  acquittal  in  court,  "  they  would  haste  with 
unutterable  joy  to  reverse  their  present  decision,"  I  ex- 
pected them  to  redeem  their  pledge  without  delay. 
True,  I  did  not  suppose  such  an  act  necessary,  for  I  con- 
sidered myself  restored  to  my  office  by  the  verdict  of 
acquittal  taken  in  connection  with  the  result  of  council, 
and  I  acted  accordingly.     But  as  the  public  in  ^general 
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seemed  to  expect  that  a  reassembling  of  the  council 
would  take  place  in  accordance  with  the  announcement 
of  the  officers  of  the  council,  I  called  on  Dr.  Dana  to 
ascertain  whether  he  was  going  to  issue  letters  recalling 
the  council.  He  said  that  he  would  if  I  requested  him 
to  do  so  in  a  letter  to  him,  stating  precisely  what  I 
wished  them  to  come  together  for.  I  told  him  that  I 
had  nothing  for  them  to  do  but  what  he  and  the  scribe 
had  said  they  would  do  in  case  of  my  acquittal,  —  that 
is,  to  reverse  their  decision,  and  make  it  conform  to  the 
decision  of  the  court,  and  that  I  expected  it  to  be  done 
spontaneously  on  their  part,  without  any  agency  of 
mine ;  for  I  did  not  see  that  I  had  any  thing  more  to  do 
in  the  matter.  I  told  him  that  if  he  wished  it,  I  might 
consent  to  write  him  a  note  as  he  had  suggested,  but  I 
must  first  think  of  it  awhile,  and  if  I  concluded  to  make 
the  request,  he  should  hear  from  me  soon.  And  as  I 
arose  to  take  my  leave,  he  remarked  that  some  of  the 
members  of  the  council  might  expect  me  to  bring  before 
them  my  witnesses,  on  whose  testimony  I  was  acquitted 
in  court,  that  they  might  examine  and  judge  for  them- 
selves. To  this  I  at  once  objected,  both  on  the  ground 
of  the  expense,  and  for  the  reason  that  the  council  had 
already  declared  themselves  incompetent ;  and  I  could 
not  see  why  they  should  deem  themselves  more  compe- 
tent to  try  the  case  now  than  they  were  at  first.  And 
on  consulting  my  neighbor.  Rev.  Dr.  French  of  North 
Hampton,  a  wise  counsellor,  he  advised  me  never  to 
consent  that  that  council  should  come  together  for  such 
a  purpose.  This  soon  led  to  some  correspondence  with 
Dr.  Dana  and  others,  which  will  be  quoted  more  appro- 
priately in  another  place.  I  will  just  state  here,  that  a 
gentleman  said  to  me,  that  during  anniversary  week  in 
May,  1845,  he  saw  Dr.  Dana  in  Boston,  and  asked  him 
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if  he  designed  to  recall  the  council,  and  that  he  replied 
"  I  have  just  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Adams,  and 
have  concluded  not  to  do  so." 

Dr.  French  had  suggested  to  me,  previous  to  my  inter- 
view with  Dr.  Dana,  that  it  might  be  advisable  for  me 
to  call  a  convention  of  clergymen,  and  let  them  act  in 
the  matter  so  far  as  to  give  me  a  certificate  of  good 
standing  in  the  ministry.  This  he  said  after  he  had 
made  some  special  efforts  to  induce  the  moderator  and 
scribe  to  recall  the  council ;  but  without  avail,  as  will 
soon  be  seen  from  his  own  letter  to  me.  We  felt  it 
desirable  that  something  should  be  done ;  but  I  am  now 
satisfied  that,  on  the  principles  of  Ck)ngregationalism, 
there  was  nothing  to  be  done,  —  certainly  not  by  those 
who  had  composed  that  council,  for  it  had  ceased  to  be. 
It  was  ecclesiastically  dead,  and  there  was  no  power  in 
the  Congregationalism  of  Massachusetts  to  restore  it  to 
life.     But  more  of  this  hereafter. 

Dr.  French  having  failed  in  his  preceding  efforts,  pro- 
posed another  plan.  He  drew  up  a  certificate  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  the  signatures  of  the  most  respected 
and  influential  clergymen  of  our  denomination,  if  they 
were  disposed  to  sign  it,  testifying  to  the  churches  what 
their  views  were  in  relation  to  my  case.  That  certificate 
I  here  subjoin,  with  a  portion  of  the  names  of  the  sign- 
ers. It  is  needless  to  take  up  room  by  inserting  them 
all:  — 

Whereas  the  council  in  Exeter,  New  Hampshire,  in  July, 
1844,  in  the  case  of  the  Rev.  J.  H.  Fuirchild,  resulted  that 
"unless  he  can  present  a  clearer  vindication  of*  himself  before 
Bome  tribunal  more  competent  than  ourselves  to  compel  the  at- 
tendance of  witnesses,  and  the  utterance  of  all  the  truth,  and  till 
such  act  be  done^  he  ought  not,  and,  so  far  as  our  decision  goes, 
does  not,  longer  hold  the  place  of  a  minister  in  tlie  church  of 
Christ.'*     And 

Whereas  the  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild  did  accordingly  submit  his 
to  a  civil  court,  who  fully  acquitted  him  ;  and 
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Whereas  by  the  acquittal  of  that  tribunal,  Mr.  Fidrchild's 
suspension  from  the  ministry,  according  to  the  implied  proyiso 
in  the  result  of  the  council,  has  ceased  ;  and 

Whereas  this  construction  of  the  result  is,  in  our  opinion, 
sustained  by  the  fact  that  no  special  provision  was  made  for  the 
council  to  reassemble  in  case  of  such  au  acquittal ;  and 

Whereas  this  construction  is  also,  in  our  view,  confirmed  by 
the  further  fact  that,  after  the  lapse  of  several  months  since  his 
acquittal,  no  measures  are  taken  by  the  council  to  reassemble 
for  any  further  action  in  the  case. 

We,  therefore,  the  undersigned,  beg  leave,  as  individuals,  to 
say  to  all  whom  it  may  concern,  that  in  our  view  on  the  ground 
of  the  result  of  council  and  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  the  Rev. 
Joy  H.  Fairchild  is,  and  of  right  ought  to  be  reinstated  in  his 
ministry,  and  restored  to  the  fellowship  and  communion  of  the 
churches. 

Rev.  Jonathan  French,  D.  D.,  Northampton,  N.  H. 

"  Samuel  W.  Clark,  Greenland,  " 

«  Wm.  Cogswell,  D.  D.,  Gilmanton,  « 

"  Nathaniel  Bouton,  D.  D.,  Concord,  " 

"  John  Richards,  D.  D.,  Hanover,  " 

"  Leonard   Woods,   D.   D.,   Andover,   Mass. 

"  Samuel  C.  Jackson,  D.  D.,  «  " 

"  Ebenezer  Burgess,  D.  D.,  Dedham,         " 

«  Gardner  B.  Perry,  D.  D.,  E.  Bradford,  « 

«  Alfred  Ely,  D.  D.,  Monson,  « 

«  Dudley  Phelps,  Groton,  « 

«  Nathan  Munroe,  W.  Bradford  « 

"  Hubbard  Winslow,  Boston,  ^ 

«  Joseph  H.  Towne,         "  « 

«  Louis  Dwight,  «  « 

«  David  T.  Kimball,  Ipswich,  " 

**  John  JMarch,  Newburyport,  " 

"  S.  Hopkins  Emery,  Bedford,  " 

"  Joel  Mann,  Salem,  " 

"  Amos  Blanchard,  D.  D.,  Lowell,  " 

«  S.  W.  Hanks,  "  « 

"  Reuben  Emerson,  South  Reading,  " 

"  Joseph  Vaill,  D.  D.,  Somers,  Connecticut, 

**  Asa  Cummings,  D.  D.,  Portland,  Me.,  and  twenty-two 
others. 

Judging  from  the  readiness  with  which  most  of  the 
gentlemen  signed  this  paper  to  whom  it  was  presented. 
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1  presume  that  signattires  might  have  been  obtained  to 
almost  any  amount.  But  as  soon  as  I  had  accepted 
the  call  to  become  the  pastor  of  my  present  church,  it 
was  not  deemed  necessary  to  make  any  further  efforts 
to  get  signatures,  and  none  were  made  ;•  because  the 
council  who  should  install  me,  it  was  thought,  would 
act  with  authority  and  efficiency.  But  Dr.  Adams 
seems  to  have  been  no  more  ready  to  yield  to  the  opin- 
ion of  these  clergymen,  than  he  was  to  submit  to  the 
verdict  of  the  jury. 

Fifty-six  members  of- the  Phillips  Church,  having  sent 
in  a  written  request  to  be  dismissed  from  that  church, 
that  they  might  be  organized  into  a  new  one  bearing  the 
name  of  Payson  Church,  an  ecclesiastical  council  was 
convened  for  that  purpose  in  the  vestry  of  the  Baptist 
meeting-house,  on  the  16th  day  of  July,  1845.  Eleven 
churches  were  represented.  The  council  was  organized 
by  the  choice  of  Rev.  Dr.  Burgess  of  Dedham  as  mode- 
rator, and  Rev.  Dudley  Phelps  of  Groton  as  scribe. 
There  was  much  dfscussion  and  deliberation,  and  earnest 
opposition,  especially  by  Dr.  Adams.  He  suggested  to  a 
member  of  the  council  who  sat  near  him,  to  ask  the 
committee  who  had  summoned  them  together,  whether 
it  was  not  their  intention  to  call  me  to  betheir  pastor. 
One  of  the  council  immediately  arose  and  objected 
against  the  committee's  answering  any  such  questions. 
He  said  that  they  had  come  there  to  form  a  church,  and 
not  to  question  them  as  to  their  intended  pastor ;  and 
then  added,  "  If  we  are  going  to  allow  such  questions 
to  be  asked,  we  had  better  put  on  cardinal  caps  at 
once."  The  council,  however,  voted  by  a  large  majority 
to  proceed  to  the  organization  of  the  church.  The  ser- 
vices were  performed  in  the  Baptist  meeting-house  on 
the  evening  of  the  same  day.    The  Rev.  William  M. 
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Rogers,  then  pastor  of  Winter  Street  church,  but  now, 
I  trust,  in  heaven,  preached  the  sermon. 

The  Payson  Church,  soon  after  their  organization,  sent 
me  an  unanimous  invitation  to  become  their  pastor, 
through  their  committee  appointed  for  that  purpose, 
both  male  and  female  members  voting.  After  speaking 
of  the  time  and  place  of  the  church-meeting,  and  the 
perfect  unanimity  of  the  call,  the  committee  proceed  as 
follows :  — 

Permit  us,  dear  Sir,  in  behalf  of  the  Payson  Church,  to  assure 
you  that  a  spirit  of  the  utmost  harmony  was  manifested  on  the 
occasion,  and  the  vote  was  received  with  the  greatest  cordiality 
and  union.  Many  of  the  members  of  this  new  church  have,  for 
many  years,  been  among  your  personal  friends,  —  friends  whom 
you  have  long  loved  and  dearly  cherished,  —  friends  with  whom 
you  have,  in  years  that  are  past,  taken  sweet  counsel.  We  are 
now  a  little  flock  without  a  shepherd  —  without  a  leiider ;  and 
believing  that  God  in  his  providence  has  indicated  that  you 
should  become  our  spiritual  guide  and  teacher,  —  that  you 
should  "lure  to  heaven,  and  direct  the  way," — we  do  most  cor- 
dially and  affectionately  invite  you  to  come  and  break  to  us  the 
bread  of  life.  Mournful  and  sad  was  the  day  when  you  de- 
parted from  us.  Come  back  again,  then,  to  your  old  friends 
and  neighbors,  —  to  your  brethren  and  sisters  in  Jesus,  doubly 
endeared  to  many  of  them  on  account  of  your  instrumentality, 
by  the  divine  blessing,  in  bringing  them  to  the  Lamb  of  God. 
Come  back  to  us,  and  though  few  in  numbers  and  poor  in  purse, 
we  are  ready^b  share  our  last  morsel  with  you  and  yours ; 
ready  to  throw  open  wide  our  doors  to  receive  you,  and  to  wel- 
come you  with  our  whole  hearts.  Since  you  went  from  us,  your 
trials  have,  indeed,  been  severe ;  the  storm  that  has  raged  around 
you  has  been  menacing.  But,  thank  heaven,  you  have  been 
brought  through  the  tempest  unscathed.  The  wrath  of  man  has 
not  been  permitted  to  overwhelm  you.  The  clearest  sunlight 
has  again  broke  forth.  The  bright  arch  of  hope  again  spans  the 
clouds.  Come  back,  then,  we  say,  and  fond  hearts  will  again 
duster  around  you.  Here  have  we  fixed  our  earthly  homes ; 
here  erected  our  family  altars,  from  which,  we  trust,  ascends  the 
incense  of  contrite  hearts  ;  and  oh,  believe  us,  you  are  not  for- 
gotten in  our  offerings.     Oh,  it  was  cruel  in  your  enemies  to 
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hunt  yoa  like  a  partridge  on  the  mountains,  —  to  drive  jou  to 
the  verge  of  distraction ;  but  may  heaven  forgive  them,  as  we 
hope  we  do.  Ck>me  back,  and  may  the  God  of  heaven  bless 
both  you  and  us.  May  we  long  dwell  together  in  brotherly  love 
and  Christian  fellowship ;  and  may  no  untoward  event  again  sep- 
arate us  while  life  endures !  Here  let  us  together  live.  Here 
let  us  die.  Here  may  we  be  buried,  and  at  last  meet  in  heaven 
to  par^  no  more  forever. 

Yours  in  the  faith  and  fellowship  of  the  Grospel.  In  behalf 
of  the  committee, 

Calvin  Walton,  Chairman. 

On  the  receipt  of  this  letter  at  Exeter,  after  perusing 
it  with  tears,  I  put  it  into  the  hands  of  a  gentleman  of 
education  to  read ;  and  as  he  returned  it,  he  said,  "  that 
letter  reminds  one  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence. 
It  is  worthy  to  be  printed  among  the  stars."  The  fol- 
lowing is  my  reply :— 

Exeter,  September  2, 1845. 
To   THE   MEMBERS    OF   THE    PaTSON    CuURCH  : 

My  dearly  beloved,  —  I  have  received,  through  your  commit- 
tee, your  uoanimous  invitation,  that  I  would  become  your  pastor 
and  teacher.  This  invitation,  together  with  the  kind  and  warm- 
hearted letter  wliich  accompanied  it,  excites  in  my  bosom  tliose 
emotions  which  no  words  of  mine  can  adequately  express. 
While  reading  that  letter,  the  tears  of  joy  started  in  my  eyes  ; 
and  I  thanked  Grod  for  raising  me  up  such  friends  as  Solomon 
describes,  —  friends  "  who  love  at  all  times."  It  would  be  in 
rain  for  me  to  attempt  to  give  utterance  to  the  feelings  of  grati- 
tude which  now  fill  my  heart  This  renewed  assurance  of  your 
affection  and  confidence,  evidenced  as  it  is  by  your  united  and 
earnest  request  that  I  would  return  to  my  former  field  of  labor, 
and  again  breiik  to  you  the  bread  of  life,  demands  from  me  an 
affirmative  answer.  Your  hearts  and  prayers  have  been  with 
me  andybr  me  in  all  my  trials  and  persecutions.  And  though 
I  cannot  make  any  adequate  return  for  your  continued  sympathy 
and  kindness,  yet  I  will  do  what  I  can.  I  most  willingly  accept 
jour  invitation,  and  you  may  expect  me  with  you  the  next  Sab- 
baUi. 

And  now,  J[>eloved,  let  us  feel  our  dependence  on  God. 
Without  his  blessing,  our  reunion  will  be  in  vain.     With  it,  we 
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may  expect  the  most  happy  results.  Though  small  in  numbers 
and  in  wealth,  yet  God  can  make  "  the  little  one  to  become  a 
thousand."  If  we  are  a  united,  a  humble,  and  a  praying  peo- 
ple, God  will  prosper  us.  I  shall  come  among  you  with  a  deter- 
mination to  labor  in  the  Lord's  vineyard  with  all  fidelity, — "to 
be  instant  in  season  and  out  of  season."  It  will  not  be  my  de- 
sign in  coming  back  to  you,  to  excite  party  strife,  but,  if  possible, 
to  allay  it ;  not  to  quarrel  with  any  man,  but,  "  as  far  as  in  me 
lies,  to  live  peaceably  with  all  men."  And  in  the  attainment  of 
this  object,  I  shall  expect  your  hearty  cooperation.  We  must 
study  the  things  which  make  for  peace.  We  must  do  our  Mas- 
ter's business  quietly  and  unobtrusively ;  and  should  any  Sanbal- 
lats  and  Tobias  attempt  to  interrupt  us,  we  must  say,  as  did  the 
prophet  Nehemiah  and  his  fellow-laborers,  "we  are  doing  a 
great  work  and  cannot  come  down."  Should  any  one  say,  "  if  a 
fox  go  up,  he  will  break  down  the  wall,"  we  must  not  be  diverted 
from  our  purpose,  but  make  our  prayer  unto  God,  and  leave  the 
event  with  him.  We*must  labor  and  pray  for  the  peace  of 
Jerusalem,  —  for  the  prosperity  of  Zion,  —  for  the  descent  of  the 
Holy  Ghost,  and  the  conversion  of  sinners  unto  God.  I  shall 
cherish  a  spirit  of  forgiveness  towards  all  my  enemies,  and 
entreat  you  to  do  the  same.  Let  this  be  our  united  and  fervent 
prayer  —  may  God  forgive  thein! 

As  to  my  temporal  wants,  I  trust  that  they  will  be  supplied. 
That  God,  who  "  feeds  the  young  ravens  when  they  cry  unto 
him,"  will  not  permit  me  or  mine  to  suffer  through  hunger,  or 
cold,  or  nakedness.  I  cast  in  my  lot  with  yours.  We  must  all 
make  sacrifices  and  practise  self-denial.  And  we  shall  most 
cheerfully  do  this,  if  we  will  only  think  of  him  "who,  though  he 
was  rich,  yet  for  our  sakes  became  poor,  that  we  through  his 
poverty  might  be  rich."  Let  us  be  diligent  in  the  business  of 
our  respective  callings,  as  duty  requires,  and  at  the  same  time 
live  for  Christ  and  the  good  of  his  church,  and  we  shall  not 
warn.  Let  us  lay  aside  selfishness,  cultivate  a  liberal  spirit,  and 
regard  ourselves  as  the  Lord's  stewards,  and  then  there  will  be 
no  lack  of  means  to  sustain  his  cause. 

And  now,  my  beloved  friends,  may  the  Lord  smile  on  our  re- 
union, and  make  it  the  occasion  of  great  glory  to  himself  and  of 
uns{)eakable  benefit  to  us  and  our  children,  both  here  and  here- 
after. 

Yours  in  the  bonds  of  Christian  love, 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 
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CHAPTER    IX. 

On  the  first  Sabbath  in  September,  I  began  my  labors 
as  the  religious  teacher  of  the  Payson  Church.  The 
committee  had  procured  for  me  the  Franklin  Hall,  in 
Barker's  building,  which  was  formerly  occupied  by  the 
Methodist  society,  before  they  had  ability  to  erect  a 
church  of  their  own,  firom  which  place  we  removed  on 
the  first  Sabbath  in  January,  1846,  into  the  more  com- 
modious hall  which  we  now  occupy,  at  the  corner  of  B 
street  and  Broadway,  where  we  shall  remain  till  our 
new  church,  which  is  now  being  erected,  be  so  far  fin- 
ished as  to  enable  us  to  meet  in  the  vestry. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  services,  I  read  the 
27th  Psalm,  which  contains  so  many  passages  applica- 
ble to  the  strange  circumstances  in  which  I  had  been 
placed,  that  it  seemed  to  some  to  be  as  appropriate  as 
if  it  had  been  made  expressly  for  the  occasion. 

That  the  reader  may  see  how  wonderfully  adapted  the 
Bible  is  to  all  the  afflictive  circumstances  of  human  life, 
I  will  here  quote  the  whole  of  that  psalm  :  — 

The  Lord  is  my  light  and  my  salvation  ;  whom  shall  I  fear? 
the  Lord  is  the  strength  of  my  life  ;  of  whom  sFiall  I  be  afraid  ? 

When  the  wicked,  even  mine  enemies  and  ray  foes,  came  upon 
me  to  eat  up  my  flesh,  they  stumbled  and  fell. 

Though  an  host  should  encamp  against  me,  my  heart  shall 
not  fear ;  though  war  should  rise  against  me,  in  this  will  I  be 
confident. 

One  thing  have  I  desired  of  the  Lord,  that  will  I  seek  after ; 
that  I  may  dwell  in  the  house  of  the  Lord  all  tlie  days  of  my 
life,  to  behold  the  beauty  of  the  Lord,  and  to  inquire  in  his 
temple. 

For  in  the  time  of  trouble  he  shall  hide  me  in  his  pavilion  : 
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in  the  secret  of  his  tabernacle  shall  he  hide  me ;  he  shall  set  me 
up  upon  a  rock. 

And  now  shall  my  head  be  lifted  up  above  mine  enemies 
round  about  me :  therefore  will  I  offer  in  his  tabernacle  sacri- 
fices of  joy ;  I  will  sing,  yea,  I  will  sing  praises  unto  the  Lord. 

Hear,  O  Lord,  when  I  cry  with  my  voice  :  have  mercy  also 
upon  me,  and  answer  me. 

When  thou  saidst,  Seek  ye  my  face ;  my  heart  said  unto  thee, 
Thy  face,  Lord,  will  I  seek. 

llide  not  thy  face  far  from  me  ;  put  not  thy  servant  away  in 
anger ;  thou  hast  been  my  help ;  leave  me  not,  neither  forsake 
me,  O  Goil  of  my  salvation. 

When  my  father  and  my  mother  forsake  me,  then  the  Lord 
will  take  me  up. 

Teach  me  thy  way,  0  Lord,  and  lead  me  in  a  plain  path,  be- 
cause of  mine  enemies. 

Deliver  me  not  over  unto  the  will  of  mine  enemies :  for  false 
witnesses  are  risen  up  against  me,  and  such  as  breatlie  out 
cruelty. 

I  had  fainted,  unless  I  had  believed  to  see  the  goodness  of  the 
Lord  in  the  land  of  the  living. 

Wait  on  the  Lord :  be  of  good  courage,  and  he  shall  strengthen 
thine  heart :  wait,  I  say,  on  the  Lord. 

I  selected  my  text  from  the  10th  chapter  of  Acts, 
and  29th  verse :  "  Therefore  came  I  unto  you  without 
gainsaying,  as  soon  as  I  was  sent  for ;  I  ask  therefore 
for  what  intent  ye  have  sent  for  me  ?  "  particularly  the 
last  clause. 

I  wish  it  was  so  that  I  could  present  to  my  readers  the 
whole  of  that  sermon ;  but  this  cannot  be  done  without 
excluding  matters  which  are  more  especially  adapted  to 
the  object  of  this  book.  I  will,  however,  quote  what 
peculiarly  relates  to  that  extraordinary  occasion :  — 

The  circumstances  of  our  present  meeting,  my  friends,  are 
quite  peculiar.  Never  before  did  I  address  an  audience  with 
such  emotions  —  emotions  too  big  for  utterance.  And  if  ever, 
in  preaching  a  sermon,  I  needed  a  remembrance  in  the  prayers 
of  Christians, —  if  I  ever  needed  the  grace  of  God  to  strengthen 
and  sustain  me,  I  need  it  this  morning.    The  feelings  whick 
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now  fill  my  heart  and  suffuse  my  ejeSy  no  words  can  adequately 
express.  True,  I  have  spoken  in  this  hall  before ;  for  when  it 
was  occupied  by  my  brethren  of  the  Methodist  denomination,  I 
accepted  their  kind  invitation  to  preach  to  them  on  more  occa- 
sions than  one.  It  is  also  true  that  I  have  spoken  to  most  of 
you  who  now  hear  me,  from  Sabbath  to  Sabbath,  for  many 
years ;  but  never  before  with  feelings  of  such  unusual  charac- 
ter, and  such  unusual  intensity.  You  do  not  wonder  at  this. 
You  would  indeed  wonder  if  it  were  not  so,  when  you  consider 
the  circumstances  which  have  brought  us  together  within  these 
walb  to-day.  I  do  not  intend  to  go  into  any  detailed  account 
of  these  matters.  This  is  forbidden  by  the  day,  the  occasion 
and  the  object  of  our  present  meeting.  Neither  have  I  any 
wish  to  disturb  your  feelings  or  mine  by  such  a  disgusting  and 
painful  recital.  Besides,  the  whole  story  of  my  sufferings  has 
already  been  published  to  the  world,  with  which  you  are  all 
familiar,  so  that  neither  duty  nor  necessity  requires  a  recapitu- 
lation of  them  here.  I  would  rather  that  they  should  be  buried 
in  perpetual  oblivion. 

But  there  is  one  thing  which  the  sacredness  of  the  day  does 
not  forbid  me.  I  may  express  to  you  my  heart-felt  gratitude  for 
the  interest  you  have  taken  in  my  welfare,  and  for  your  sympa- 
thy and  kindness  in  all  my  trials.  In  the  darkest  hour  of  my 
adversity,  when  my  way  seemed  hedged  up  —  when  no  light 
was  breaking  in  upon  my  path,  you  still  adhered  to  your  former 
pastor.  You  acted  the  part  of  true,  honest,  firm,  warm-hearted 
friends.  You  required  evidence  —  evidence  the  most  undoubted 
and  conclusive,  before  you  would  believe  that  I  had  done  any 
thing  to  forfeit  your  esteem  and  confidence.  You  doubtless 
made  my  case  the  subject  of  frequent  and  fervent  prayer,  that 
God  would  bring  the  truth  to  light,  and  deliver  me,  if  innocent, 
from  the  snares  which  had  been  laid  for  my  ruin.  Nor  did  you 
pray  in  vain.  The  Lord  appeared  for  my  deliverance.  And 
here  I  am,  enjoying  once  more  the  delightful  privilege  of  ad- 
dressing you  in  the  name  of  your  Saviour  and  mine.  '*  What 
shall  we  render  unto  thee,  O  Lord,  for  all  thy  benefits  ?  Wo 
will  take  the  cup  of  salvation,  and  pay  thee  our  vows." 

But  to  my  text.  "  I  ask  for  what  intent  ye  have  sent  for 
me?"  I  take  it  for  granted  that  your  intent  in  sending  for  me 
is  such  as  becomes  a  Christian  people  in  sending  for  a  Christian 
minister.  You  have  sent  for  me  to  the  field  of  my  former 
labors  to  preach  the  same  gospel  which  some  of  you  have  heard 
from  my  lips  for  a  series  of  years,  and  which  was  blessed  of  God 
lo  the  conversion  of  many  sinners,  and  to  the  conversion  of 
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some  of  you.  Yes,  I  recognize  those  among  you  to-day,  wha 
are  my  spiritual  children.  And  no  wonder  if  there  should  ex- 
ist in  your  hosoms  and  mine,  those  peculiar  feelings  of  interest 
and  attachment  which  nothing  but  such  an  endearing  relation- 
ship can  produce.  And  now  that  I  have  come  at  your  call,  as 
did  Peter  at  the  call  of  Cornelius,  can  you  answer  the  question 
of  Peter  in  ray  text  as  did  Cornelius  —  "  Now,  therefore,  are  we 
all  present  before  God,  to  hear  all  things  that  are  commanded 
thee  of  God."  I  believe  you  can ;  and  encouraged  by  this  belief, 
I  am  bold  to  open  my  mouth  once  more  before  you,  and  to 
preach  to  you  again  "  the  glorious  gospel  of  the  blessed  God." 

"  I  ask  for  what  intent  ye  have  sent  for  me  ?  *'  To  this 
question,  if  you  are  honest  men,  but  one  answer  can  be  given. 
JTou  have  sent  for  me  to  preach  the  doctrines^  and  inculcate  the 
duties  of  the  Gospel,  And  this  is  the  subject  to  which  I  would 
invite  your  attention  this  morning. 

I  here  made  a  brief  statement  of  what  I  conceive  to 
be  the  essential  doctrines  of  the  gospel,  and  which  I 
felt  bound  to  preach.  I  dwelt  at  some  length  on  the 
doctrine  of  salvation  by  grace  through  faith  in  Christ 
Jesus.  And  closed  this  branch  of  my  subject  as  fol- 
lows :  — 

My  dear  hearers,  if  my  heart  does  not  deceive  me,  to  be 
made  the  instrument  of  dispensing  this  salvation  to  you,  is  the 
only  ambition  of  my  life.  This  is  the  chief  object  for  which  I 
would  pant.  I  would  make  this  the  end  of  all  my  toils.  To 
promote  this,  I  would  study  and  pray  and  meditate  and  preach 
and  exhort.  And  when  this  is  attained,  I  would  forget  all  my 
previous  difficulties  and  trials  and  labors  and  sorrows.  I 
would  say  with  Paul,  "  None  of  these  things  move  me,  neither 
count  I  my  life  dear  unto  myself,  so  that  I  might  finish  my 
course  with  joy,  and  the  ministry  which  I  have  received  of  the 
Lord  Jesus,  to  testify  the  gospel  of  the  grace  of  God.  Grod 
is  my  record  how  greatly  I  long  after  you  all  in  the  bonds  of 
Jesus  Christ." 

I  here  proceeded  to  the  second  part  of  my  subject. 

But  to  hear  the  doctrines  of  the  gospel  proclaimed  was  not 
your  only  intent  in  sending  for  me.  It  was  likewise  your  intent 
that  I  should  dwell  much  in  my  preaching  on  the  practical  du- 
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ties  of  the  gospel.  For  what  is  doctrine  without  practice  ?  A 
foundation  without  a  building.  It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that 
the  Saviour  does  not  saj  by  their  doctrines  ye  shall  know  them, 
but  by  their  fruiU.  You  are  to  build  for  eternity  ;  and  when 
you  have  laid  the  foundation  in  sound  doctrine,  you  are  not  to 
imagine  that  your  work  is  done.  It  is  then  only  begun.  A 
superstructure  is  to  be  raised,  and  finished,  and  furnished.  You 
must  not  only  believe,  but  <zcL 

And  what  are  you  to  do  ?  You  are  to  "  work  out  your  own 
salvation  with  fear  and  trembling,"  and  "  give  all  diligence  to 
make  your  calling  and  election  sure."  You  are  to  *^  remember 
the  Sabbath  day  to  keep  it  holy,"  not  doing  your  own  work,  or 
thinking  your  own  thoughts,  or  uttering  your  own  words  ;  not 
devising  schemes  for  the  accumulation  of  riches,  or  posting  up 
your  accounts,  or  journeying  for  pleasure  or  profit,  or  conversing 
on  worldly  business ;  but  in  meditating  on  serious  subjects,  in 
reading  the  Scriptures,  in  communing  with  God,  in  imparting 
religious  instruction  to  children,  and  in  assembling  together  for 
public  and  social  worship.  You  are  to  practise  "  whatsoever 
things  are  true,  honest,  just,  pure,  lovely,  and  of  gootl  report, 
doing  unto  others  as  you  would  that  others  should  do  unto  you," 
fulfilling  your  contracts,  performing  your  promises,  and  paying 
your  debts.  You  are  to  avoid  deception,  fraud,  double-dealing, 
lying,  slandering,  whispering,  backbiting,  talebearing,  extor- 
tion, envy,  malice,  covetousness,  ccnsoriousness,  revengefulness, 
and  lewdness  ;  thus  giving  evidence  to  all  around  that  you  are 
**  crucifying  the  flesh  with  its  affections  and  lusts,"  —  governing 
your  appetites  and  passions, — bringing  forth  the  fruits  of  the 
spirit,  and  proving  to  a  demonstration  that  "  you  have  been  with 
Jesus."  You  are  to  put  on  that  charity  which  suffereth  long 
and  is  kind ;  which  seeketh  not  her  own ;  which  is  not  easily 
provoked;  which  thinketh  no  evil;  which  rejoiceth  —  not  in 
iniquity,  but  rejoiceth  in  the  truth ;  which  beareth  all  things, 
believeth  all  things,  hopeth  all  things,  endurcth  all  things ;  re- 
membering that  without  this  charity,  all  your  pretensions  to 
religion  are  no  better  than  "  sounding  brass  or  a  tinkling  cym- 
bal." You  are  to  "  love  your  enemies,  bless  them  that  curse 
you,  do  good  to  them  that  hate  you,  and  pray  for  them  that 
despitefully  use  you  and  persecute  you."  You  must  "  recom- 
pense no  man  evil  for  evil."  You  must  have  hearts  to  feel,  and 
eyes  to  weep  for  others*  woes.  You  must  "  put  on  bowels  of 
mercies,  kindness,  humbleness  of  mind,  meekness,  longsufler- 
ing,  forbearing  one  another,  and  forgiving  one  another."  If 
jour  enemy  hunger,  you  must  feed  him ;  if  he  thirst,  you  must 

9' 
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give  him  drink  ;  that  by  so  doing  you  may  heap  coals  of  fire  on 
his  head  to  melt  him  to  repentance.  You  are  not  to  be  over- 
come of  evil,  but  to  overcome  evil  with  good ;  thus  imitating 
the  example  of  him  "  who,  when  he  was  reviled,  reviled  not 
again  ;  when  he  suffered  he  threatened  not,"  but  committed  him- 
self to  him  who  saith,  "  vengeance  is  mine,  I  will  repay." 

You  who  are  parents,  are  "  not  to  provoke  your  children  unto 
wrath,  but  bring  them  uj)  in  the  nurture  and  admonition  of  the 
Lord."  You  who  are  children,  "  are  to  obey  your  parents  in  all 
things  ;  for  this  is  well  pleasing  unto  Grod."  You  who  are  hus- 
bands are  to  "  love  your  wives,  and  be  not  bitter  against  them." 
You  who  are  wives,  are  to  "  submit  yourselves  unto  your  own 
husbands,  as  it  is  fit  in  the  Lord."  You  who  are  masters  are 
"  to  give  unto  your  servants  that  which  is  just  and  equal,  know- 
ing that  ye  also  have  a  Master  in  heaven."  You  who  are  ser- 
vants ,"  are  to  obey  in  all  things  your  masters  according  to  the 
flesh,  not  wnth  eye-service  as  men  pleasers,  but  in  singleness  of 
heart,  fearing  God."  You  who  are  groaning  under  the  burden 
of  sin,  and  anxious  to  obtain  deliverance,  are  to  listen  to  the  in- 
vitation of  the  Redeemer,  "  Come  unto  me  all  ye  that  labor  and 
are  heavy  laden,  and  I  will  give  you  rest."  You  who  are  in 
any  trouble,  whether  of  mind  or  body,  are  to  be  "  patient  in 
tribulation,"  remembering  that  it  is  through  much  tribulation 
you  must  enter  the  kingdom  of  God.  You  who  are  still  im- 
penitent are  "  to  confess  and  forsake  your  sins,  and  turn  unto 
the  Lord,  that  he  may  have  mercy  upon  you."  You  must  exer- 
cise repentance  towards  God,  and  faith  towards  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ,  and  flee  to  "  the  strong-hold  while  you  are  prisoners  of 
hope." 

Thus  you  see,  my  hearers,  that  I  am  to  preach  to  you  not 
only  the  doctrines,  but  the  duties  of  the  gospel.  These  God 
hath  joined  together ;  and  woe  be  to  him  who  attempts  to  put 
them  asunder.  Expect  then  from  me  frequent  exhortations  to 
rouse  you  to  your  duties. 

After  some  affectionate  and  earnest  exhortation  on 
this  point,  I  closed  as  follows :  — 

Never  before,  my  brethren,  did  we  attend  a  meeting  like  this, 
so  peculiar,  so  solemn,  so  affecting.  When  we  look  back  to  the 
strange  events  which  have  taken  place  since  our  separation,  and 
the  remarkable  movements  in  the  providence  of  God  which  have 
brought  us  together  again,  our  reunion  becomes  not  only  a  mat- 
ter of  wonder,  but  of  joy  and  rejoicing.     You  have  been  regu- 
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larly  constituted  into  a  church  of  Christ,  and  admitted  to  the 
fellowship  of  sister  churches.  Tiie  rapidly  increasing  popula- 
tion in  this  section  of  the  city,  if  there  was  no  other  reason, 
would  fully  justify  the  step  you  have  taken.  At  your  unani- 
mous request  I  have  come  among  you  to  labor  as  your  pastor 
and  teacher.  And  why  should  I  not  come  at  your  call  ?  I  have 
a  grateful  heart.  And  surely  if  ever  a  debt  of  gratitude  was 
due  to  any  people,  it  is  due  from  me  to  you,  who  have  stood  by 
me  in  my  trials  and  persecutions,  while  others  forsook  me,  and 
joined  hands,  and  hearts,  and  heads,  and  pens,  and  tongues 
against  me.  For  this  I  thank  you,  and  hope  to  make  you  some 
compensation  by  feasting  you  on  the  rich  provisions  of  the  Gos- 
pel, —  by  leading  you  into  the  green  pastures  and  beside  the 
still  waters,  —  by  sympathizing  with  you  in  all  your  afflictions  ; 
weeping  with  them  that  weep ;  binding  up  the  broken  heart,  and 
wiping  the  tear  from  the  eye  of  sorrow.  I  cjime  also  from  a 
sense  of  duty  to  myself.  For  where  else  could  I  hope  to  labor 
successfully,  if  not  among  the  people  who  best  know  me  and 
the  story  of  my  wrongs,  and  who  have  clung  to  me  with  a  love 
so  firm,  80  constant,  so  ardent,  so  true  ?  I  have  consulted  many 
judicious  and  pious  friends,  both  ministers  and  laymen,  as  to  my 
duty  in  this  matter;  and  all,  without  exception,  advised  me  to 
return  to  my  old  field  of  labor,  and  work  here  with  all  the  zeal 
and  fidelity  in  my  power.  For  this  purpose  have  I  come,  and 
not  to  sow  the  seeds  of  discord  among  brethren,  —  not  to  quar- 
rel with  any  one,  but  to  "  be  quiet  and  do  my  own  business,"  — 
to  "  seek  the  things  which  make  for  peace,  and  things  whereby 
one  may  edify  another,"  and  to  exhort  you  '^  to  go  and  do  like- 
wise." 

Beloved  brethren  and  friends,  weighty  responsibilities  now 
rest  upon  us.  We  have  a  great  work  to  do.  But,  under  God, 
we  may  hope  for  success.  We  are  a  bund  of  brothers  and  sis- 
ters, united  in  feeUng  and  affection.  We  are  of  one  heart  and 
one  mind.  We  are  not  divided  in  sentiment  or  purpose.  One 
is  not  for  Paul,  and  another  for  Apollos,  and  another  for  Ce- 
phas, but  we  are  all,  I  trust,  for  Christ.  Of  course  we  shall  all 
be  united  in  effort,  striving  together  in  our  prayers  and  exertions, 
and  for  the  conversion  of  sinners  and  the  increase  of  the  church. 
For  myself  I  expect  not  a  life  of  indolence  and  ease  among  you, 
but  of  labor  —  constant  and  persevering  labor.  But  to  this  1  have 
long  been  accustomed,  as  you  yourselves  well  know.  Only  let 
me  liave  your  cooperation,  your  encouriigement,  and  your 
prayers,  and  I  shall  not  labor  in  vain,  or  spend  my  strength  for 
nought     Grod  is  now  blessing  me  with  far  better  health  than  I 
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have  enjoyed  for  many  years  ;  and  if  it  please  him  to  continue 
it,  I  design  to  toil  unceasingly  for  your  good,  "  being  instant  in 
season  and  out  of  season." 

We  have  entered  on  an  arduous,  though  honorable  and  praise- 
worthy enterprise ;  and  for  a  while  at  least,  we  must  make  great 
sacrifices,  and  practise  much  selfdenial.  But  our  cause  is  good, 
and  sure  I  am  that  we  shall  not  say  on  a  dying  bed,  or  at  the 
bar  of  judgment,  that  we  labored  too  much,  or  denied  ourselves 
too  much,  or  contributed  too  much  to  sustain  so  good  a  cause. 
For  remember,  it  is  not  our  own  cause  which  we  seek  to  pro- 
mote, but  the  cause  of  Christ ;  not  our  own  party  wliich  we 
seek  to  build  up,  but  the  party  of  Christ  We  have  no  altar 
here  to  set  up  against  altar,  —  no  warfare  to  wage  ao^ainst 
churches,  or  societies,  or  pastors,  or  individuals  aro'iad  us.  We 
wish  to  go  on  in  our  Master's  work  quietly  and  unobtrusively,  and 
as  much  as  lieth  in  us,  to  live  peaceably  with  all  men  of  every 
sect  and  of  every  name.  We  wish  so  to  demean  ourselves  that 
if  others  will  speak  ill  of  us,  it  shall  be  done  falsely.  Those  who 
prefer  worshipping  with  us  will  of  course  be  gratified  in  that 
preference,  none  daring  to  molest  them  or  make  them  afmid. 
To  all  such  we  shall  bid  a  cordial  welcome ;  but  we  wish  for  no 
involuntary  —  no  unwilling  worshippers.  And  such  I  am  sure 
we  shall  not  have.  I  am  sure  that  none  will  join  us  but  those 
who  can  give  us  their  sympathy,  their  confidence,  their  influence, 
their  prayers,  and,  as  God  shall  prosper  them,  a  portion  of 
their  substance  to  encourage  and  sustain  us.  And  with  such  a 
band,  though  not  rich  or  numerous,  yet  so  united  in  feeling  and 
so  harmonious  in  action,  we  may  expect  that  God  will  send 
down  upon  us  his  spirit,  and  bless  us  with  prosperity. 

Having  thus  commenced  my  labors,  I  was  hoping 
that  I  should  be  permitted  to  pursue  them  without  mo- 
lestation. I  did  not  think  that  even  Dr.  Adams  could 
have  a  heart  to  pursue  me  any  further.  But  alas !  how 
sadly  disappointed  have  I  been  in  my  expectations  !  It 
was  deemed  advisable  that  at  an  early  day  I  should  be 
installed  as  pastor  of  the  Payson  Church ;  for  I  soon 
learnt  that  the  deacons  and  other  enemies  were  publidy 
declaring  that  I  had  no  right  to  preach,  having  been 
put  out  of  the  ministry,  and  never  regularly  restored. 
To  put  a  stop  to  this  calumny  I  found  it  necessary  to 
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have  a  council  called  who  should  have  authority  to  act 
in  this  matter,  and  who  by  installing  me  would  settle 
that  question,  that  it  might  no  longer  be  urged  as  a 
reason  why  people  should  keep  aloof  from  my  place  of 
worship  on  the  ground  that  I  was  an  intruder  into  the 
sacred  office.  We  soon  made  arrangements  to  carry 
this  purpose  into  effect,  and  ultimately  fixed  upon  the 
19th  day  of  November  as  the  time  for  assembling  an  in- 
stalling council.  Having  done  this,  my  next  object  was 
to  select  a  preacher.  I  soon  determined  to  ask  either 
Dr.  Woods  of  Andover  or  Dr.  Codman  of  Dorchester. 
I  hesitated  awhile  about  Dr.  Woods,  because  1  was  so 
little  acquainted  with  him ;  but  finally  concluded  to  ap- 
ply to  him  first.  Accordingly  I  sought  an  interview 
with  him  at  Andover,  and  asked  him  if  he  was  willing 
to  preach  the  sermon  at  my  proposed  installation.  Dr. 
Burgess  was  with  me.  But  neither  of  us  used  any  ar- 
guments or  entreaties  to  induce  him  to  give  a  favorable 
answer.  On  reflecting  a  short  time  he  said  that  he 
knew  of  no  reason  why  he  should  not  comply  with  my 
request,  and  if  his  health  would  permit,  I  might  depend 
on  him  for  that  service.  The  fact  that  he  was  to  preach 
soon  became  public,  and  was  announced  in  the  papers ; 
for  we  did  not  wish  "  to  do  this  thing  in  a  corner." 
And  I  am  truly  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  state,  as  duty  will 
require  me  to  do  in  the  sequel,  what  unjustifiable  efforts 
were  made  to  induce  him  to  fall  back  from  his  engage- 
ment. We  then  determined  on  the  members  of  the 
council,  and  issued  the  letters  missive.  And  seldom 
has  a  more  venerable  and  respectable  council  ever  as- 
sembled in  Massachusetts  for  the  purpose  of  installing 
a  clergyman. 

As  soon  as  the  council  was  organized  on  Wednesday 
morning,  a  remonstrance  was  handed  to  the  moderator 
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by  Dr.  Blagden  of  the  Old  South  church  and  Rev.  Silas 
Aiken  of  Park  Street  church,  signed  by  fourteen  pastors 
of  orthodox  churches  in  Boston  and  vicinity,  protesting 
against  the  council's  proceeding  to  my  installation.  The 
remonstrance  was  in  the  handwriting  of  Dr.  Adams.  I 
thought  then,  and  think  so  still,  that  it  would  have  been 
much  more  to  the  credit  of  those  gentlemen  if  they  had 
allowed  Dr.  Adams  to  present  his  own  remonstrance. 
And  I  presume  that  they  think  so  now.  Having  pre- 
sented it,  they  immediately  withdrew.  Here,  then,  were 
Congregational  clergymen  professedly  standing  on  the 
Cambridge  Platform,  protesting  against  the  doings  of  a 
regular  council  without  the  concurrence  of  their  churches. 
This  is  a  kind  of  Congregationalism  of  which  our  Puri- 
tan fathers  knew  nothing.  And  the  less  their  sons  know 
of  it  the  better,  unless  they  are  willing  to  give  up  aU 
ecclesiastical  power  into  the  hands  of  the  clergy,  and  re- 
tain nothing  for  the  churches. 

I  shall  not  examine  at  this  time  and  place  critically 
into  the  merits  of  that  document;  this  can  better  be 
done  after  I  shall  have  advanced  further  in  my  story. 
Suffice  it  here  to  say,  that  the  remonstrance  is  founded 
cliiefly  on  the  inexpediency  of  my  being  installed  over 
a  church  in  Boston,  —  if  indeed  anywhere.  Now 
when  Dr.  Adams  wrote  that  remonstrance,  he  had 
previously  caused  to  be  inserted  in  the  book  of  records 
of  the  Suffolk  South  Association  that  preamble  and 
vote  of  January  7,  1845,  which  has  already  passed  un- 
der the  reader's  eye,  declaring  me  to  have  been  proved 
guilty,  by  the  Exeter  council,  of  three  infamous  crimes, 
and  which  preamble  and  vote  he  has  since  solemnly 
and  frequently  reaffirmed,  and,  for  aught  I  know  to  the 
contrary,  still  holds  it  to  be  a  true  record.  And  here  I 
aak|  if  that  record  was  true,  or  if  Dr.  Adams  believed  it 
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true,  why  did  he  not  incorporate  it  into  his  remon- 
strance? That  would  have  been  sufficient,  with  no 
other  signature  but  his  own.  He  would  then  have  been 
under  no  necessity  of  applying  to  other  clergymen  for 
their  signatures, — certainly  not,  for  sending,  as  he  did, 
to  Newburyport  to  Drs.  Dana  and  Dimmick  for  them  to 
unite  in  the  protest.  Yes,  that  preamble  and  vote,  if 
true,  (and  he  said  they  were  true,)  had  been  sent  to  that 
council  in  his  remonstrance,  their  proceedings  would 
have  been  arrested  at  once ;  for  if  that  council  had  in- 
stalled me  with  such  a  record  before  them,  they  would 
have  been  the  objects,  and  deservedly  so,  of  the  con- 
tempt and  indignation  of  the  whole  community.  The 
bare  fact  that  he  did  not  send  that  preamble  and  vote 
to  the  council,  shows  a  consciousness  of  its  falsity.  And 
had  he  inserted  it  in  his  remonstrance,  I  do  not  believe 
that  he  could  have  obtained  a  single  name,  except  his 
own  —  no,  nor  even  that ;  for  he  has  not  moral  courage 
enough  to  do  such  a  deed  in  the  sight  of  honest  men, 
like  those  who  composed  that  council. 

When  the  remonstrance  was  presented  Dr.  Woods 
was  at  his  lodgings,  too  feeble  to  be  with  the  council, 
unless  especially  needed.  From  what  had  been  said 
and  written  to  him,  as  I  afterwards  ascertained,  he 
doubtless  anticipated  trouble ;  and  so  he  sent  a  note  to 
the  council  signifying  to  them,  that  if  his  presence  was 
required,  he  must  be  sent  for.  His  judgment  was 
needed  with  regard  to  the  proper  notice  to  be  taken  of 
that  remonstrance.  Some  were  disposed  to  take  no 
notice  of  it  at  all,  but  lay  it  on  the  table  as  an  insult,  as 
if  they  did  not  know  how  to  act  in  the  matter  before 
them,  without  their  dictation;  knowing  just  as  well 
the  merits  of  the  case  on  which  they  were  called  to  act, 
as  the  remonstrants  themselves.     And  so  Dr.  Woods 
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was  called  in.  He  said  in  his  peculiarly  mild  way, 
"  those  are  good  brethren,  though  they  are  under  a  great 
mistake  here  ;  still  I  think  we  had  better  read  the  paper, 
and  appoint  a  committee  to  make  a  brief  reply."  The 
paper  was  therefore  read,  and  the  committee  appointed. 
The  Dr.  remarked,  that  one  objection  they  could  very 
easily  remove,  —  and  that  was,  I  had  never  been  regu- 
larly restored  to  my  office;  for,  said  he,  "we  are  an 
ecclesiastical  council,  and  have  full  power  to  restore 
Mr.  Fairchild  to  office,  even  if  he  is  not  already  re- 
stored." And  so  he  himself  drew  up  the  following  reso- 
lution:— 

Resolved,  —  That  it  is  the  judgment  of  this  council,  that,  on 
the  ground  of  the  evidence  exhibited  before  the  court  of  justice, 
and  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  taken  in  connection  with  the  result 
of  the  ecclesiastical  council  at  Exeter,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild 
ought  of  right  to  be,  and  he  is  regarded  by  us  as  in  good  stand- 
ing as  a  minister  of  the  gospel,  and  that  if  we  proceed  to  install 
him  as  pastor  of  this  church,  it  will  be  on  this  principle. 

And  yet  in  the  face  of  this  resolution,  emanating 
from  such  a  source.  Dr.  Adams  and  his  associates, 
deny  me  the  standing  of  a  Christian  minister,  and  have 
been  pursuing  me  to  this  day  as  though  I  had  been  pro- 
nounced by  the  verdict  of  my  peers,  a  felon  and  an  out- 
law! 
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CHAPTER  X. 

The  council,  having  previously  attended  to  the  pre- 
liminary steps,  such  as  examining  the  candidate  as  to 
his  doctrinal  and  experimental  acquaintance  with  the 
gospel,  and  his  ability  to  defend  it,  voted  to  proceed 
with  the  installing  services  at  two  o'clock,  p.  m.,  and  as- 
signed the  parts  as  follows :  —  Invocation  and  reading 
the  Scriptures  to  Rev.  Nathan  Munroe ;  prayer  to  Rev. 
Dr.  Sheldon;  sermon  to  Rev.  Dr.  Woods;  installing 
prayer  to  Rev.  Reuben  Emerson ;  charge  to  Rev.  Dr. 
French ;  right  hand  of  fellowship  to  Rev.  Dr.  Burgess ; 
concluding  prayer  to  Rev.  David  T.  Kimball. 

The  services  were  performed  in  accordance  with  the  pre- 
ceding arrangement.  The  following  gentlemen  having 
been  invited  to  sit  on  the  council,  sent  letters  apologiz- 
ing for  their  absence.  Rev.  Dudley  Phelps  of  Groton, 
Rev.  Nathaniel  Bouton,  D.  D.,  of  Concord,  N.  H.,  Rev. 
Grardner  B.  Perry,  D.  D.,  of  East  Bradford,  and  Rev.  Al- 
fred Ely,  D.  D.,  of  Monson.  Two  of  those  gentlemen 
had  previously  engaged  to  attend  an  ordination  else- 
where on  the  same  day.  One  was  confined  to  his  house 
by  sicioiess,  and  the  other  by  the  infirmities  of  age.  As 
the  letters  were  all  in  a  similar  strain,  approving  the  ob- 
ject for  which  the  council  had  been  called,  I  need  not 
insert  them  here.  I  will  give  only  one,  principally  for 
the  reason  that  he  was  my  theological  instructor.  Rev. 
Dr.  Ely. 

MoNSOy,  November  15, 1854. 

Rrr.  J.  H.  Fairchild:  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  I  received  the  invitation  of  the  Payson  Church 
and  Sodetj  to  sit  in  council,  to  be  convened  on  the  19  th  inst. 
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for  your  installation.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  season  of  th« 
year,  together  with  my  age  and  infirmities,  will  probably  pre- 
vent my  attendance ;  but  you  will  have  enough  without  me. 
As  I  have  been  fully  acquainted  with  your  character  and  relig- 
ious views  from  the  beginning,  and  also  have  been  informed  in 
all  the  proceedings  in  your  late  trial,  I  should  fully  acquiesce  in 
that  result  which  shall  install  you  as  pastor  of  that  church,  and 
minister  of  that  people.  That  such  ought  to  be  and  will  be  tlie 
result  I  have  no  doubt. 

Yours  with  Christian  affection  and  sympathy, 

Alfred  Ely. 

After  the  public  services^  the  Rev.  Drs.  French,  Shel- 
don, and  Burgess,  the  committee  appointed  to  make  a 
respectful  reply  to  the  remonstrance  of  Dr.  Adams, 
signed  by  himself  and  others,  reported  as  follows,  which 
was  unanimously  adopted. 

The  Ecclesiastical  Council  convened  in  this  place  at  the 
request  of  the  Payson  Church,  send  greeting  to  Rev.  Messrs. 
Blagden,  Aiken,  and  other  ministers  in  Boston  and  vicinity :  — 

Reverend  and  dear  Brethren, —  Your  communication 
addressed  to  us  through  our  moderator,  was  read  and  seriously 
considered. 

In  reply,  we  would  fully  express  our  respect  for  your  charac- 
ter and  our  regard  to  you  personally.  We  trust  you  have,  with 
sincerity,  and  from  Christian  motives,  stated  your  views.  We 
doubt  not  that,  when  you  are  called  to  act  as  members  of  eccle- 
siastical bodies,  you  do  it  in  the  fear  of  God,  and  in  reference 
to  the  account  to  be  rendered  at  the  last  day.  We  hope  you 
will  allow  us  also  to  act  on  our  own  conviction  of  duty ;  and 
it  is  with  this  conviction  that  we  have  unanimously  voted  to 
install  the  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild  as  pastor  of  the  Payson  Church. 
We  have  found  that  this  church  was  regularly  organized  by  a 
council  fully  competent,  and  well  acquainted  with  the  circum- 
Btances  of  the  churches  in  this  vicinity. 

We  are,  brethren,  with  sincere  regards,  yours  in  the  faith 
and  fellowship  of  the  gospel.     In  behalf  of  the  council, 

D.  T.  Kimball,  Scribe. 

The  opposition  which  it  was  well  known  beforehand 
would  be  made  to  my  installation,  brought  together 
many  individuals  who  would,  probably,  not  otherwise 
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have  attended.  Among  this  number  was  the  late  Rev. 
William  B.  Tappan,  "  whom  to  know  was  but  to  love." 
He  listened  with  deep  interest  and  many  tears  during 
the  installing  services.  He  was  previously  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  fact  that  a  remonstrance  (or  as  he 
humorously  called  it),  a  monster  was  going  to  be  led 
into  the  council-chamber  to  frighten  them  away,  with- 
out daring  to  act  in  the  premises.  He  wished  to  com- 
mend them  for  their  independence  and  Christian  bold- 
ness  in  determining  to  do  what  they  believed  to  be 
right-,  regardless  of  such  formidable  opposition.  Im- 
mediately on  his  return  he  wrote  me  the  following  lines, 
which  came  safely  to  hand  the  next  day. 

"  Honor  to  these !  the  reverend  and  the  wise, 

Free  from  hot  blood  and  hastiness  of  youth,  — 

Who  search,  and  find,  and  vindicate  the  Truth; 
And  'mid  earth's  cynosure  of  angry  eyes. 
Look  to  the  calm  attcstment  of  the  skies 

Unmoved,  though  names  and  influence  join  the  cry 

Of  coarse  and  keen  assassins  —  *  Crucify  I ' 
Conscience  acquits  them.    The  death-hour  that  tries 

Severest,  shall  approve  the  worthy  deed 
Of  blessing  the  oppressed  when  bad  men  rail. 

Think  on  their  meed 

When  the  white  throne  is  set,  and  worlds  are  pale  I 

My  God !  their  prayer  who  heeded  anguish,  do  Thou  heed ! 
Wednesday  evening^  Nov.  19,  1845." 

I  retired  to  rest  that  night  with  my  mind  greatly  re- 
lieved from  the  anxiety  and  distress  which  the  scenes  of 
•tiie  day  had  occasioned,  thinking  that  now  my  troubles 
were  over,  and  that  Dr.  Adams  would  submit  to  the 
doings  of  such  a  respectable  council,  and  no  longer  seek 
my  ruin  in  the  face  of  such  high  ecclesiastical  authority. 
But  my  bright  hopes  of  being  let  alone  to  do  my  Mas- 
ter's work  without  further  annoyance,  were  soon  shrouded 
in  daxkneas.     His  defeat  by  the  council,  so  far  from 


I 


112  REMARKABLE  INCIDENTS  IN  THE 

calming  and  restraining  him  from  pursuing  me  further, 
seemed  only  to  inspire  him  with  new  zeal  and  a  more 
fixed  determination  to  accomplish  his  long  cherished 
purpose  of  silencing  my  voice  as  a  preacher. 

There  were  several  members  of  Dr.  Adams's  church 
residing  in  South  Boston  at  that  time,  who  attended  on 
my  ministry,  and  wished  for  membership  in  the  Pay  son 
Church.  Early  in  December,  a  gentleman  and  his  wife, 
members  of  Dr.  Adams's  church,  presented  a  letter  to 
that  church,  and  requested  to  be  dismissed  and  recom- 
mended to  my  church.  Dr.  Adams  was  very  earnest  in 
his  opposition  to  the  granting  of  the  request,  and  said  that 
he  would  resign  his  office  sooner  than  sign  such  a  letter. 
I  was  told,  too,  by  those  who  heard  him,  that  he  stated 
to  his  church  that  my  church  was  not  regularly  organ- 
ized, nor  was  I  regularly  in  the  ministry,  and  that  Dr. 
Woods  consented  to  preach  my  installation  sermon  by 
the  influence  and  entreaties  of  Dr.  Burgess,  which  was 
totally  untrue  ;  and  also  that  I  was  afraid  to  have  the 
Exeter  council  come  together  again  to  take  any  further 
action  in  my  case,  which  he  represented  to  his  church 
as  a  suspicious  circumstance.  The  subject  was  then 
postponed  for  further  consideration,  and,  finally,  on  the 
evening  of  the  26th  of  December  the  request  of  this 
gentleman  and  his  wife  was  refused  by  a  vote  of  eleven 
to  sixteen. 

I  will  here  state  that  while  Dr.  Adams  was  refusing 
with  such  obstinate  persistence  to  recommend  his  mem- 
bers to  my  church,  Dr.  Woods,  ascertaining  the  fact,  and 
having  been  his  theological  instructor,  writes  him  a  kind 
letter,  entreating  him  to  change  his  course.  I  will  here 
give  the  testimony  of  Dr.  Woods,  under  oath.  He  says, 
"  I  had  a  correspondence  with  Mr.  Adams  in  relation  to 
the  dismissal  of  his  church-members.     I  endeavored  to 
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satisfy  him  of  the  necessity  of  giving  such  dismissals. 
Dr.  Adams  replied  by  expressing  a  strong  conviction  in 
his  mind  that  Mr.  Faiichild  was  not  worthy  to  be  sus- 
tained in  the  ministry."  Dr.  Adams,  it  seems,  thought 
himself  wiser  than  his  venerable  teacher. 

It  was  now  very  evident  to  my  mind  that  I  must 
have  further  controversy  with  Dr.  Adams  in  self-defence, 
or  lie  down  and  allow  him  to  trample  me  in  the  dust, 
and  break  up  and  scatter  my  flock.  I  concluded,  there- 
fore, that  the  first  and  most  judicious,  and  perhaps  the 
most  successful  step,  would  be  to  appoint  a  committee 
of  my  church  to  review  his  remonstrance,  which  he  in- 
duced that  amiable  and  worthy  brother.  Dr.  Blagden,  to 
present  to  the  council  at  my  installation.  We  perceived 
as  soon  as  we  read  the  remonstrance,  that  it  was  founded 
CD  false  premises,  and  contained  statements  which  the 
facts  in  the  case  would  not  warrant.  But  we  were  will- 
ing, for  the  sake  of  peace,  to  let  it  pass  unnoticed,  and 
were  resolved  not  to  trouble  ourselves  or  agitate  the 
public  mind  any  further  with  our  difficulties,  well  know- 
ing that  such  controversies  among  ministers  and 
churches  could  be  productive  of  nothing  but  evil.  Aftei 
much  reflection  we  came  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
were  now  brought  to  that  point  where  further  forbear* 
ance  would  cease  to  be  a  virtue.  Therefore  on  the  12th 
day  of  January,  1846,  after  learning  what  Dr.  Adams 
had  said  about  resigning  his  office  rather  than  recom- 
mend his  members  to  our  church,  we  appointed  a  com- 
mittee of  three  to  consider  that  remonstrance,  and  to 
take  such  action  in  the  case  as  might  seem  to  them  most 
expedient  and  proper.  In  due  time  this  committee  gave 
their  views  of  the  remonstrance,  which  were  soon  laid 
before  the  public  in  a  printed  form.  And  it  is  to  this 
review  that  I  referred  on  a  preceding  page,  when  speak- 
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ing  of  the  many  attempts  which  were  made;  after  my 
acquittal  in  court,  to  prevail  on  the  moderator  and  scribe 
of  the  Exeter  council  to  reassemble  that  body  to  reverse 
their  decision.  No  suitable  reply  could  have  been  made 
to  the  remonstrance  without  adducing  the  correspond- 
ence which  then  took  place  between  myself  and  others 
on  the  subject  of  recalling  that  council.  And  I  now 
propose  to  copy  such  portions  of  that  review  as  may 
seem  necessary  to  let  my  readers  see  that  the  fault,  if 
any  there  be,  for  not  reassembling  that  council,  does  not 
rest  on  me. 

The  chief  objection  which  the  signers  of  the  remon- 
strance urge  upon  the  council  against  their  installing  me 
is,  that  I  was  deposed  from  the  ministry  and  not  reg- 
ularly restored.  To  avoid  repetition,  I  wdll  pass  over 
what  my  committee  here  say  in  answer  to  this  objec- 
tion, and  insert  certain  letters  written  by  respectable 
clergymen,  giving  their  views  on  the  subject  of  my 
deposition  from  the  ministry,  and  the  recalling  of  the 
Exeter  council,  which  my  committee  published  and 
commented  thereon  in  their  reply  to  Dr.  Adams's  remon- 
strance. 

The  first  letter  is  one  addressed  to  me  by  the  Rev.  Dr. 
French  of  North  Hampton.     I  give  it  entire :  — 

North  Hampton,  N.  H.,  Sept.  15,  1845. 

Rev.  and  dear  Sir,  —  I  return  to  you  the  letter  which  you 
received  from  Dr.  Storrs.  I  admire  the  frankness,  integrity,  and 
kindness  which  it  exhibits.  With  measures  which  have  been 
taken  in  regard  to  the  reassembling  of  the  former  council,  he 
does  not  seem  to  be  acquainted.  If  he  were,  I  think  he  would 
see  that  your  only  alternative  is  either  to  cease  entirely  hence- 
forth from  the  exercise  of  your  ministry,  or  retain  the  position 
in  which  from  the  first  you  believed  you  were  placed  by  the 
result  as  followed  by  the  acquittal. 

It  may  not  perhaps  be  amiss  for  me  to  state  on  paper  a  few 
&ctSy  which  you  may,  if  you  wish,  communicate  to  any  of  your 
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friends  who  may  think  that  further  efforts  should  be  made  to 
obtain  a  formal  reversion  of  the  decision  of  the  council.  You 
have,  I  suppose,  similar  facts  in  your  possession.  I  will  state  a 
few  things  within  my  own  knowledge. 

In  April  I  received  a  letter  from  one  of  the  most  respectable 
and  influential  ministers  in  the  centre  of  the  State,  inclosing  a 
letter  from  a  no  less  respectable  minister  in  the  western  part  of 
the  State.  The  writers  voluntarily  and  distinctly  expressed  the 
opinion  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  council  to  reassemble  and 
reverse  their  decision,  and  called  for  some  measures  to  be  taken 
to  effect  it.  I  did  not  consider  this  business  as  devolving  on 
me.  My  own  opinion  was  that  the  term  for  which  you  were 
suspended  had  terminated,  the  acquittal  having  set  you  at 
h*berty  to  resume  the  exercise  of  your  ministry.  But  as  the 
Christian  public  did  not  appear  to  be  satisfied  with  the  silence 
of  the  council,  it  seemed  desirable  that  in  justice  to  you  and  to 
themselves,  they  should  in  some  way  affirm  the  decision  of  the 
court.  The  letters  referred  to  were  read  to  the  Piscataqua  As- 
sociation, who,  without  discussing  the  subject,  desired  two  of 
their  members,  who  were  of  the  majority  of  the  council,  to  cor- 
respond with  the  scribe,  or  with  the  moderator  and  scribe,  about 
a  reassembling.  About  the  middle  of  May,  one  of  the  brethren 
communicated  to  me  Brother  Dimmick's  reply,  as  follows :  — 

"  Mr.  Fairchild  has  given  to  our  result  a  construction  which 
it  will  allow,  though  I  do  not  think  it  is  what  the  council  con- 
templated. For  myself,  I  supposed  further  action  would  be 
had  by  the  council  in  case  of  further  light.  In  the  present 
position  of  affairs,  I  do  not  see  that  wc  have  any  thing  further  to 
do.  Suppose  we  should  come  together  again,  with  independent 
minds,  to  reexamine  the  case  and  rejudge  it,  in  the  new  light 
now  said  to  shine  on  it,  would  Mr.  Fairchild,  if  his  construction 
of  our  result  be  correct,  be  under  any  obligation  to  acknowledge 
us?  If  we  should  ask  him  to  recall  his  witnesses,  or  give  us 
the  new  testimony,  would  he  not  have  a  right  to  say,  '  Gentle- 
men, I  have  your  verdict  already,  and  have  complied  with  it,* 
etc.  If  Mr.  Fairchild  expres.-ly  calls  the  council  togetlier 
again,  and  recommits  the  whole  subject  to  them  for  adjudication, 
receding  from  his  present  construction  of  our  former  result,  then 
I  think  the  council  may  properly  reassemble.  The  way  will 
be  plain.  Otherwise  I  think  we  have  nothing  further  to  do  in 
the  case."  To  this  quotation  was  added :  "  He  says  that  Dr. 
Dana  concurs  with  him  in  the  views  he  has  expressed." 

Some  of  your  friends  had  prej)ared  a  letter  to  the  moderator 
ttid  scribey  expressly  requesting  the  reassembling  of  the  counciL 
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The  letter,  to  which  there  was  several  signatures,  was  handed 
to  rae,  with  a  request  that  I  would  present  it  to  two  of  the  min- 
isters in  the  vicinity  who  were  of  the  majority  of  the  council, 
and  both  of  them  candid  as  well  as  conscientious  men.  One  of 
them  declined  signing  it  on  the  ground  that  the  reassembling  of 
the  council  was  unnecessary,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  established 
as  a  principle,  that  an  acquittal  by  the  civil  court  restores  the 
person  acquitted  to  his  former  functions.  The  other  declined 
giving  his  signature  unless  you  would  engage  to  submit  your 
case  again  to  the  council,  the  investigation  to  be  taken  up  where 
it  closed  before,  and  the  new  evidence  examined. 

With  these  and  other  developments  of  the  diverse  views  ex- 
isting among  the  members  of  the  council,  it  seemed  to  me  that 
should  we  reassemble,  we  should  "  come  together  not  for  the 
better,  but  for  the  worse,"  in  respect  to  the  members  of  the 
council  themselves,  and  the  cause  of  religion.  You  were  ad- 
vised to  stay  the  proceedings  of  your  friends  in  regard  to 
requesting  the  recalling  of  the  council,  and  to  have  such  as 
might  be  disposed  give  you  their  opinions,  as  individuals,  on  the 
operation  of  the  result  of  council,  followed  as  it  was  by  your 
acquittal  in  the  civil  court;  and  let  these  opinions  pass  for  what 
the  Christian  community  might  account  them  worth. 

Dr.  Storrs  expresses  his  conviction  that  nothing  but  a  "  coun- 
cil of  some  sort  —  the  old  one  if  possible,  or  as  large  a  part  of 
it  as  can  be  collected  —  and  a  review  by  them  of  your  case  as 
it  now  stands,  with  such  a  result  as  they  would  doubtless  arrive 
at,"  will  "  restore  you  to  universal  confidence  and  your  former 
usefulness." 

You  did  think  of  another  council,  but  our  highly  esteemed 
moderator,  in  his  letter  which  you  showed  me,  said,  "  I  have  se- 
rious doubts  as  to  the  regularity  and  expediency  of  the  measure. 
The  council,  if  assembled,  will  be  strictly  of  an  ex  parte  charac- 
ter. Can  they  speak  with  the  requisite  authority  and  effi- 
ciency ?  " 

As  to  the  former  council  —  if  it  has  nothing  further  to  do  in 
your  case,  unless  you,  with  the  provisos  named  to  you,  ex- 
pressly call  us  together,  that  question  is  undoubtedly  settled. 
The  members  of  that  council,  should  we  reassemble,  would 
doubtless  all  act  honestly.  But  enough  has  transpired  to  make 
it  evident  that  we  should  not  act  unitedly.  And  did  not  your 
entire  and  honorable  acquittal,  of  which  you  have  been  fully  put 
in  possession,  cost  too  much  time,  privation,  and  suifering,  to  say 
nothing  of  pecuniary  expense,  to  be  given  over  to  our  uncer- 
tain management  and  disposal  ?     Would  it  be  right  to  submit 
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ihe  whole  case  to  us  ybr  adjudication,  —  to  refer  it  back  from  a 
tribunal  acknowledged  through  the  land  to  be  fully  competent, 
to  one  which  has  justly,  from  the  nature  of  the  case,  declared  it- 
self to  be  incompetent  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  and 
the  utterance  of  all  the  truth ;  and  which  remains,  and  must  re* 
main,  in  these  points,  as  incompetent  as  before  ? 

The  council  leave  you  in  your  present  position,  having  noth- 
ing further  to  do  in  your  case,  thus  tacitly  acquiescing  at  least, 
in  the  adjudication  of  the  civil  court,  and  in  your  construction 
of  the  result.  If  there  is  any  thing  uncongregational  in  the  mat- 
ter, I  do  not  see  that  you  are  responsible.  It  would  have  been 
Congregational  in  the  days  of  the  Mathers,  for  a  church,  (and 
ihe  same  principle  applies  to  councils,)  in  such  a  case  as  yours, 
to  have  deferred  coming  to  a  decision,  till  the  civil  court  had 
taken  cognizance  of  the  case,  and  compelled  witnesses  to  give  in 
their  testimonials. 

But  it  was  my  purpose  to  state  some  facts  in  regard  to  the 
position  in  which  you  are  placed,  rather  than  to  remark  upon  it. 
May  it  please  God  to  direct  and  overrule  every  thing  in  youp 
case,  as  shall  promote  his  glory,  the  interests  of  truth  and  right- 
eousness, the  peace  of  our  Zion,  and  your  own  satisfaction,  use- 
fulness, and  comfort. 

Yours  in  the  gospel, 

Jonathan  Fkench. 

The  following  are  the  letters  referred  to  by  Mr.  French  as 
haTing  been  read  to  the  Piscataqua  Association :  — 

Hanoveb,  N.  H.,  April  2,  1845. 

Ebv.  N.  Bouton:  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  Yesterday  I  read  for  the  first  time,  Mr.  Fair 
child's  defence  of  himself",  not  having  been  able  to  get  hold  of  it 
before.  Previously  I  had  not  read  any  account  of  the  trial 
at  Exeter,  nor  any  thing  about  it,  except  now  and  then  a  short 
paragraph,  and  the  review  and  rejoinder  in  the  Puritan,  So 
far  as  I  had  any  opinion,  it  was  unfavorable ;  but  I  was  anx- 
iously waiting  for  the  trial  at  Boston,  to  see  the  evidence  on  Mr. 
Fairchild's  side.  That  trial  passed,  and  I  have  seen  the  evi- 
dence. The  result  is  my  entire  conviction  of  his  innocence,  and 
an  abhorrence  of  his  malicious  persecutors.  I  am  equally  con- 
vinced that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  council  to  reassemble  and  re- 
verse their  decision.  The  legal  tribunals  of  the  country,  espec- 
ially of  Massachusetts,  stand  immeasurably  higher  than  the 
il  at  Exeter,  having  only  the  evidence  on  one  side  before 
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ihem,  and  should  be  regarded.    The  Suffolk  Association  aldo, 
for  the  same  reason,  should  reverse  their  decision. 

But  I  fear  lest  the  obstinacy  of  human  nature,  which  hates 
to  acknowledge  an  error  or  a  fault,  will  make  them  delay  or  re- 
fuse to  do  what  Is  right  in  this  case.  The  cause  of  religion  and 
Congregationalism  luus  suflered  grievously  in  this  whole  matter. 
As  an  individual,  and  as  a  minister,  I  feel  it ;  and  therefore,  as 
well  as  for  justice  to  Mr.  Fairchild,  I  wish  to  see  the  brethren 
of  the  council  and  association  reverse  their  decisions.  And  I 
wish  to  see  them  do  it  without  delay.  They  need  not  be  afraid 
of  hasty  action,  having  so  good  a  precedent^  that  is,  their  own ; 
for  they  acted  hastily  on  one-sided  evidence.  If  they  acted  right 
then  in  respect  to  haste,  a  fortiori  they  would  act  right  now 
in  the  same  respect,  having  the  evidence  of  both  sides  before 
them. 

I  suppose  your  sympathies  have  been  with  Mr.  Fairchild 
from  the  beginning,  and  as  you  are  in  the  centre  of  the  State,  I 
think  you  are  called  upon  to  interest  yourself  in  the  matter.  I 
will  help  do  any  thing  to  follow  out  the  feelings  expressed  above, 
if  there  is  need  of  any  thing  being  done.  I  hope  there  will  be 
no  need,  but  that  the  decisions  will  be  reversed  promptly. 

Yours  in  the  gospel, 

John  Richards. 

Mr.  BotUonl's  letter  to  Mr.  French, 

Concord,  April  8, 1845. 
Rev.  Jonathan  French:  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  I  take  the  liberty  to  forward  the  inclosed  letter 
to  you,  expressing  my  entire  concurrence  in  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed. As  you  were  one  of  the  older  members  of  the  coun* 
oil  and  near  to  Exeter,  it  has  occurred  to  me  that  it  would  be 
suitable  for  you  to  take  proper  steps  for  the  reassembling  of  the 
council.  I  am  somewhat  at  a  loss  how  it  can,  or  rather  ought 
to  be,  done.  Would  it  be  competent  for  the  moderator  and 
scribe  of  council  to  issue  a  call  ?  or  might  it  properly  come 
from  the  church  in  Exeter?  I  earnestly  hope  that  something 
will  be  done,  and  that  our  reproach  will  be  wiped  away. 
With  much  respect  and  esteem, 

I  am  very  truly  yours, 

Nathaniel  Bouton. 

Early  in  May  or  June  the  Wobum  Association  passed  a  re- 
solve, and  sent  it  to  the  moderator,  requesting  him  to  reasaem^ 
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ble  the  council  for  the  purpose  of  rescinding  their  decision  by  a 
formal  vote ;  but  without  effect.     We  have  the  moderator's  let- 
ter Id  reply  before  us ;   but  as  it  is  in  substance  a  copy  of  )\ia 
letter  to  Mr.  Fairchild,  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  publish  it. 
We  will  now  give  Mr.  Fairchild's  letter  to  Dr.  Dana. 

ExETEB,  June  5,  1845. 

My  dear  Sir,  —  After  consultation  had  with  several  gen- 
tlemen of  high  character  and  standing  in  the  ministry  and 
the  church,  I  am  convinced  that  it  is  not  my  duty  to  request 
you  to  reassemble  the  council.  It  seems  to  be  the  general  opin- 
ion tliat  if  the  council  reassemble  at  all,  it  should  be  done  with- 
out any  agency  of  mine.  My  understanding  of  the  matter  is 
this:  after  having  been  before  the  proper  legal  tribunal,  as 
was  virtually  recommended  by  the  council  in  their  result,  and 
obtained  an  honorable  acquittal,  I  should  at  once  be  restored  to 
my  office.  Such  was  the  opinion  of  my  legal  advisers,  and  of 
the  Rev.  Messrs.  Hopkins,  Burgess,  and  French,  who  were 
members  of  the  council,  and  who  immediately  invited  me  into 
their  pulpits.  I -further  understood  that  if  I  was  acquitted  by 
the  court,  the  officers  of  the  council  would  forthwith  reassemble 
that  body  for  the  purpose  of  reversing  their  decision  by  a  for- 
mal vote.  I  thought  I  had  reason  to  expect  this  from  a  com- 
munication in  the  New  England  Puritan,  written  by  the  scribe, 
and  professedly  expressive  of  the  views  of  the  council,  in  which 
he  says,  '*  Should  another  tribunal  elicit  new  facts,  and  put  a 
new  face  upon  things  more  favorable  to  Mr.  Fairchild,  none 
will  more  gladly  hail  the  light  than  those  who  have  now  felt 
constrained  to  vote  against  \A,  Should  evidence  be  produced 
effecting  his  entire  exculpation,  and  setting  him  forth  to  the 
world  as  an  innocent  man,  they  would  haste  with  unutterable 
joy  to  reverse  their  present  decision,  and  reckon  him  again 
among  the  faithful  ministers  of  Jesus."  Such  evidence^  in  the 
opinion  of  an  impartial  jury,  has  been  produced ;  but  there  has 
been  no  reassembling  of  the  council  to  reverse  their  decision. 

From  the  letter  of  the  scribe  to  the  Rev.  Mr.  McEwen,  it 
fcems  to  be  his  opinion  that  the  council  have  nothing  further  to 
do  in  the  case,  unless  I  expressly  call  them  together  again,  and 
submit  the  whole  case  to  them  for  adjudication,  receding  from 
my  present  construction  of  their  former  result.  To  reassemble 
the  council  for  such  a  purpose,  after  I  have  done  all  which  their 
decision  seemed  to  require  of  me,  is  deemed  unreasonable  in 
itaelf,  while  it  will  subject  me  to  an  expense  which  I  can  ill 
idBNrd  to  bear. 
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I  receive  intimations  from  all  quarters  that  further  action  in 
my  case  is  desirable.  Such  action  is  deemed  bj  many  wise  and 
good  men  to  be  due  to  the  ministry  and  the  churches,  as  well  as 
to  myself.  The  probability,  therefore,  is,  that  I  shall  take  some 
such  action  as  I  suggested  to  you  in  our  late  interview.  And 
had  you  not  signified  to  me  your  wish  not  to  be  invited  for  rea- 
sons which  you  mentioned,  an  invitation  would  be  extended  to 
you  most  cheerfully. 

Yours,  with  much  respect  and  esteem, 

J.  II.  Fairchild. 

Dr.  Dana*8  Reply. 

Newburyport,  June  7,  1845. 
Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild:  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  Your  letter  of  the  5th  was  received  last  evening, 
and  I  take  the  earliest  opportunity  to  reply.  You  doubtless 
recollect  that  at  your  visit  at  my  house  some  weeks  since,  I  gave 
you  my  reason  for  not  having  requested  the  council  to  reassem- 
ble ;  that  I  doubted  the  propriety  of  the  measure,  unless  it  were 
preceded  by  a  request  from  you.  I  stated  likewise,  that  if  such 
were  your  request,  I  would  at  once  issue  the  requisite  letters  of 
invitation.  Y^ou  readily  acceded  to  my  suggestion ;  and  it  was 
mutually  agreed  that  your  request  should  be  made  in  writing ; 
and  likewise  that  your  letter  should  explicitly  state  the  precise 
object  of  the  meeting,  and  the  point  or  points  to  be  submitted  to 
the  council's  decision.  For  several  days  after  your  return,  I 
expected  to  receive  from  you  a  communication  of  this  tenor. 

But  your  views  are  since  changed.  Your  letter  expresses 
the  opinion  that  the  council  wereAound  to  reassemble  and  re- 
verse their  decision  without  any  agency  of  yours.  This  opinion 
you  ground  chiefly  on  a  conmiunication  in  the  New  England 
Puritan.  Still  you  are  aware,  and  the  public  have  been  ex- 
pressly informed,  that  in  this  matter,  my  brother  Dimmick  spoke 
for  himself  alone,  and  did  not  in  any  degree  commit  the  council. 
I  need  not  however  argue  this  point  at  large,  as  you  do  not  re- 
quest a  reassembling  of  the  council,  but  explicitly  declare  your 
conviction  that  it  is  not  your  duty  so  to  do. 

Whether  the  council  are  censurable,  and  myself  emphatically 
so,  on  the  score  of  their  not  having  spontaneously  reassembled 
to  consider  your  case,  this  is  a  point  on  which,  being  personally 
interested,  I  would  avoid  a  too  confident  judgment.  I  readily 
admit  that  the  terms  of  their  result,  (which  was  unhappily  on 
this  point,  too  inexplicit,)  authorized  you  to  expect  that  in  case 
of  your  acquittal  by  another  competent  tribunfd,  you  should  fird 
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relief  from  the  censure  of  the  council.  But  wlicthcr  this  rvYw^ 
diould  follow  of  course  from  the  simple  adjuJicutioii  of  such 
other  tribunal,  or  should  come  from  the  action  of  tlic  council,  in 
yiew  of  such  adjudication,  is  a  point  susce])tible  of  some  doubt. 
I  have  myself  adopted  the  latter  view ;  and  so,  I  believe,  have 
the  majority  of  the  Christian  public.  But  you.  Sir,  suffer  me 
to  remark,  have  adopted  the  fanner  construction,  as  is  peHectly 
evident  from  your  declaration  before  the  court  in  Boston,  and 
from  the  course  which  you  have  subsequently  pursued.  Hav- 
ing done  this,  have  you  not  virtually  repudiatc-d  the  reassem- 
bling of  the  council  ?  Have  you  not  declared  it  to  be  useless 
and  needless?  Should  the  council  after  this,  re<vsemble  and 
act,  —  should  they  even  by  a  formal  vote,  restore  you  to  a  reg- 
ular standing,  would  they  not  expose  themselves  to  the  charge 
of  supererogation  or  ofHciousness  ? 

Nor  can  I  see  but  my  respected  brethren  of  the  council  who 
have  invited  you  to  their  pulpits,  have  adopted  the  same  conclu- 
Bion.  In  the  act  referred  to,  have  they  not  treated  you  as  al- 
ready restored  to  your  office  and  functions,  and  thus  virtually 
declared  that  any  lurther  act  of  restoration  is  useless  and  super- 
fluous ? 

These  remarks  I  have  made,  not  with  a  disposition  to  be  cap- 
tions, or  even  needlessly  precise,  but  with  a  simple  desire  to  do 
justice  to  the  subject,  and  shield  myself,  and  a  portion  of  my 
brethren,  from  undeseinred  reproach. 

I  sincerely  thank  you  for  excusing  me  as  it  regards  the 
council  you  contemplate  inviting  to  meet  on  your  affairs.  In- 
deed I  have  serious  doubts  as  to  the  regularity  and  expediency 
of  the  measure.  The  council,  if  assembled,  will  be  strictly  of 
an  ex  parte  character.  Can  they  speak  with  the  requisite 
authority  and  efficiency  ?  But  I  forbear.  It  is  my  ardent  de- 
rirc  and  prayer  that  all  your  difficulties  may  be  settled  and  ter- 
minated in  a  way  in  which  the  glory  of  God  may  be  promoted, 
and  the  interest  of  truth  and  righteousness  established. 
With  sincere  regard,  I  am,  dear  Sir,  yours, 

Daniel  Dana. 

We  cannot  but  notice  in  this  letter  how  very  careful  the 
moderator  is,  not  to  acknowledge  any  superiority  of  the  civil 
court  over  the  ecclesiastical.  In  the  result  of  council  for 
which  he  voted,  the  civil  court  is  tenned  a  "  more  competent  tri- 
bunal; "  but  the  doctor  omits  the  word  more  in  his  letter,  and 
amply  says  "another  competent  tribunal."  We  have  no  wish 
lo  argue  the  point  here  as  to  the  superiority  of  the  respective 
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tribunals ;  neither  would  we  reproach  the  majority  of  the  coun- 
cil by  designating  their  doings  at  Exeter,  as  did  our  law  re- 
porter, by  the  term  "  old  womanism  ;  "  but  we  will  venture  to 
advise  all  clorgynion,  who  may  hereafter  be  accused  of  crime, 
if  conscious  of  innocence,  to  cast  themselves  on  the  laws  of  their 
country  for  protection. 

The  moderator  seems  to  argue  the  case  as  if  Mr.  Fairchild 
wished  him  to  reassemble  the  council  to  restore  him  to  the  min- 
istry. Mr.  Fairchild,  however,  did  not  wish  him  to  recall  the 
council  for  such  a  purpose,  for  he  regarded  himself  as  already 
restored  ;  but  simply  to  reverse  their  decision  by  a  formal  vote, 
in  order  to  satisfy  that  portion  of  the  Christian  public  who 
thought  that  such  action,  on  the  part  of  the  council,  ought  to 
take  place,  and  to  fulfil  the  published  promise  of  the  scribe  tliat 
the  council  "  would  haste  with  unutterable  joy  to  reverse  their 
decision,"  in  case  of  Mr.  Fairchild's  acquittal  by  the  **more 
competent  tribunal,"  to  which  he  was  referred.  If  Mr.  Dim- 
mick  "  sj)oke  for  himself  alone,  and  did  not,  in  any  degree, 
commit  the  council,"  he  certainly  spoke  as  an  officer  of  the 
council,  and  made  the  moderator  speak  with  him  too,  by  append- 
ing his  name  to  the  communication ;  and,  as  an  officer  of  the 
council,  he  had  the  same  right  to  issue  letters  in  his  own  name 
to  reassemble  that  council.  And  if  he  had  issued  such  letters  in 
his  own  name,  omitting  the'  moderator's,  ^ve  doubt  not  that  the 
summons  would  Iiavc  been  obeyed.  At  least  we  think  that  in 
fulfilment  of  his  j)ublic  promise,  he  ought  to  have  made  the 
attempt.  He  would  thus  have  redeemed  his  pledge,  whether 
they  came  at  his  call  or  not. 

Neither  does  the  moderator,  in  his  letter,  notice  the  condition 
on  which. alone  he  would  consent  to  issue  the  requisite  letters 
of  invitation  to  the  council,  and  which  condition  constituted  Mr. 
Fairchild's  principal  objection  to  his  requesting  him  to  issue  the 
letters.  lie  would  not  make  such  a  request,  and  he  so  informed 
Dr.  Dana  in  his  letter,  if  he  must  first  repudiate  the  verdict  of 
the  jury,  and  consent  to  submit  his  case  anew  to  the  adjudication 
of  the  council,  acknowledged  by  themselves  to  be  incompetent, 
and  incur  the  great  expense  of  time  and  money  to  recall  his 
witnesses,  all  of  them  residing  in  other  States,  and  many  of 
them  more  than  one  hundred  miles  distant,  and  some  of  them 
from  home,  thus  rendering  it  impossible  to  bring  them  before 
the  council.  On  reading  the  moderator's  letter,  we  were  sup- 
prised  that  he  should  have  passed  over  these  matters  in  silence. 
But  we  forbear  making  any  further  comment^s.  We  arc  content 
to  let  the  public  read  and  judge  for  themselves. 


LIFE  OF  REV.  J.  H.  FAIROHILD.  123 

The  following  letter  of  Mr.  Fairchild  to  the  Rev.  Dr.  Storrs, 
was  written  under  circumstances  demanding  an  explanation. 
Mr.  French  in  his  letter  refers  to  a  paper  signed  hy  individuals 
cxpressin":  their  opinion  on  the  operation  of  the  result  of  coun- 
cil as  followed  by  the  verdict  of  acquittal  by  the  juiy.  Mr. 
Fairchild  sent  this  paper  inclosed  in  a  letter  to  Dr.  Ston*s  for 
his  signature,  but  which  has  never  been  presented,  as  we  are 
informed,  to  any  other  member  of  the  council  who  voted  against 
Mr.  Fairchild :  — 

Exeter,  Angnst  12,  1845. 

Ret.  R.  S.  Storrs,  D.  D.  :  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  I  inclose  you  a  paper  with  the  request  that 
you  will  append  to  it  your  name,  if  you  are  willing  to  do  so. 
The  paper  was  not  drawn  up  by  me,  or  at  my  suggestion,  but  I 
approved  of  it,  because  I  thought  it  better  to  obtain  in  this  way 
the  views  of  respectable  clergj^men  and  laymen  as  to  my  present 
position  and  standing  in  relation  to  the  church  and  the  ministry, 
than  to  assemble  a  council  or  convention  for  such  a  purpose. 
An  expression  of  opinion  by  the  wise  and  good,  obtained  in  this 
way,  is  just  as  serviceable  to  all  concerned  as  if  it  were  ex- 
pressed by  the  formal  vote  of  a  body  of  clergymen  and  laymen 
convened  for  that  object.  It  is  also  a  saving  of  much  time, 
labor,  and  expense.  Most  of  the  names  upon  the  paper  were 
obtained  by  Brother  Bennett  of  Woburn.  Although  you  may 
think  that  there  are  signatures  enough  already  to  the  paj)er,  yet 
it  would  be  gratifying  to  me  if  a  few  names  could  be  obtained 
of  those  who  were  of  the  majority  of  the  council  at  Elxeter. 
You  are  the  first  and  only  member  of  that  majority  to  whom 
the  paper  has  been  presented.  And  I  present  it  to  you,  not  be- 
cause I  wish  to  obtrude  myself  upon  you,  or  place  you  under 
anv  embarrassment,  but  because  of  the  kind  manner  in  which 
you  treated  my  case,  (as  I  have  been  informed,)  before  the 
council  when  in  secret  session,  and  at  other  times  and  places. 
I  have  been  informed  that  you  voted  for  the  result  of  council 
with  the  understanding  that  it  was  a  mere  suspension  from  the 
ministry,  till  further  light  could  be  obtained,  and  the  matter 
brought  before  the  proper  legal  tribunal,  where  evidence  could 
be  legally  investigated.  Before  such  a  tribunal  the  case  has 
been  brought ;  and,  after  a  most  patient,  fair,  and  thorough  ex- 
amination, I  was  fully  and  honorably  acquitted.  What  more 
can  be  demanded  of  me  ?  What  more  can  be  expected  of  me  ? 
You,  Sir,  I  am  sure  will  neither  demand  nor  expect  any  thing 
more.    I  am  sure  that  you  do  not  wish  to  set  at  naught  the 
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decisions  of  our  civil  courts,  or  anticipate  the  decisions  of  the 
final  judgim^nt.  I  am  innocent  of  the  crimes  laid  to  my  charge, 
as  I  have  affirmed  from  the  bej^nning,  and  as  I  have  fully 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  a  jury  of  my  countrj'men.  All  I 
now  ask  is,  that  my  brethren  in  the  ministry  will  do  by  me  as 
they  would  have  me  do  by  them  in  similar  circumstances. 
When  I  appear  in  the  pulpit,  (which  I  do  somewhere  almost 
every  Sabbat li,)  I  wish  to  satisfy  those  who  hear  me,  that  I  do 
not  preach  without  the  approbation  and  sanction  of  tlie  wisest 
and  best  men  in  our  churclies.  Although  this  is  not  absolutely 
necessary  in  my  case,  yet  you  will  admit  that  it  is  very  impor- 
tant to  my  future  usefuhiess  and  success. 

Yours,  with  much  respect  and  esteem, 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

Dr.  Stom"  Reply, 

Braintree,  August  14,  1845. 
To  THE  Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild:  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  Your  kind  favor  of  the  12th  inst.  came  to 
hand,  with  its  inclosure,  last  evening.  You  do  not  misappre- 
hend the  sentiments  of  my  heart  towards  you.  If  I  am  not  de- 
ceived, they  are  such  as  I  should  wish  you  to  cherish  towards 
me,  were  our  respective  circumstances  reversed. 

As  a  member  of  the  council  I  took  the  part  which  duty  to 
heaven  first,  and  then  duty  to  you  seemed  to  require.  And  act*- 
ing  on  the  same  principle  still,  I  must,  though  very  reluctantly, 
decline  appending  my  name  to  the  paper  you  send  me. 

My  conviction  is,  that  the  assembling  of  a  council  of  some 
sort,  the  old  one  if  j)ossible,  or  as  large  a  part  of  it  as  can  be  col- 
lected, and  a  review  by  them  of  your  case  as  it  now  stands,  with 
such  a  result  as  they  would  doubtless  arrive  at,  will  alone  give 
you  that  standing  among  the  churches  which  shall  save  you 
from  innumerable  unhappy  suspicions  everywhere,  and  restore 
you  to  universal  confidence  and  your  former  usefulness.  Were 
your  case  my  own,  I  should  not  dare  to  pursue  a  different  course, 
whether  regarding  comfort,  reputation,  or  my  future  contribu- 
tions to  the  welfare  of  Zion. 

As  to  the  expense  of  the  council,  it  will  certainly  fall  heavier 
on  the  members ;  and  for  one,  I  am  ready  to  pay  my  own  board 
as  well  as  travelling  expenses,  in  order  to  set  matters  right.  If 
any  of  the  members  do  not  choose  to  attend  when  called  on,  they 
must  sustain  their  own  responsibilities,  without  affecting  the  re- 
sult by  their  voluntary  absence.     A  clear  and  unanimous  result 
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in  jour  favor  bj  that  council,  though  some  of  the  members  might 
stay  at  home,  would  place  jou  on  high  and  permanent  ground. 

To  me  it  seems  somewhat  indelicate  towards  the  majority  of 
that  council  for  an  individual  who  acted  with  them  conscien- 
tiously, to  take  a  position  which  they  are  not  all  invited  to  take, 
believing  as  I  do  that  purely  conscientious  motives  influenced 
their  conduct  as  well  as  my  own.  My  impression  is  that  though 
the  council  dissolved,  they  held  themselves  bound  to  meet  again, 
if  called,  in  case  the  appeal  to  a  competent  tribunal  resulted  in 
jour  acquittal. 

You  will  see  here  the  reasons  why  I  deem  it  inexpedient  to 
pot  my  name  to  the  paper.  The  course  docs  not  strike  me  as 
Congregational,  nor  as  tending  to  happy  results  for  yourself  or 
Zion. 

Any  thing  in  my  power,  consistently  with  the  paramount 
claims  of  the  church  of  God,  I  think  I  can  do  cheerfully,  even 
to  the  sacrifice  of  the  last  cent  of  money,  and  the  last  fmgment 
of  reputation  for  the  relief  and  defence  of  an  injured  minister  of 
Qinst ;  and  you  well  know  that  few,  if  any  of  our  brethren, 
have  stood  higher  in  my  esteem  than  brother  Fairchild. 

That  the  Lord  may  guide  you  to  the  right  way  in  this,  and 
all  other  matters,  and  sustain  and  assist  you,  is  the  earnest  and 
eonstant  prayer  of 

Your  most  sincere  friend  in  Christ, 

R.  S.  Storrs. 


CHAPTER  XL 

The  committee  of  my  church  having  incorporated  the 
preceding  letters  into  their  reply  to  Dr.  Adams's  remon- 
strance, and  commented  thereon,  clearly  exonerating  me 
from  all  blame  in  the  matter  of  not  reassembling  that 
comicil,  proceed  to  notice  other  objectionable  parts 
of  that  remonstrance.  The  signers  of  that  document 
say: — 

**They  are  willing  to  allow  Mr,  Fairchild  all  his  rights  as  a 
citizen,  and  that  they  should  deem  it  imjust  and  even  cruel  to 

11* 
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subject  him  to  any  disabilities  for  the  charge  on  which  he  has 
been  tried  and  acquitted."  And  do  they  really /be/ so?  Then 
let  them  net  so.  Are  not  his  riglits  and  privileges  as  perfect  as 
theirs  ?  If  it  be  an  established  principle  that  an  acquittal  by 
the  civil  court  restores  the  person  acquitted  to  his  functions, 
what  right  has  any  man  or  body  of  men,  publicly  to  remonstrate 
against  liis  exercising  those  functions  ?  If  such  conduct  be  al- 
lowed, what  inducement  has  any  man  who  is  falsely  accused,  to 
appeal  to  the  laws  of  his  country  for  redress?  His  acquittal 
will  do  him  little  good.  He  may  afterwards,  it  is  true,  walk  the 
streets  unmolested,  unless  it  be  by  the  cold  looks  of  those  pro- 
fessed law  and  order  loving  people,  who  can  ill  abide  the  decis- 
ion of  an  honest  and  impartial  jury,  though  previous  to  the  trial, 
they  expressed  great  anxiety  that  the  case  should  be  submitted 
to  a  jury,  and  their  entire  readiness  to  abide  the  result.  But 
if  this  be  all  the  advantage  which  he  gains,  why  should  any  in- 
nocent man,  when  indicted  for  crime,  attempt  to  contend  with 
the  Commonwealth,  well  knowing  that  he  must  pay  the  expens- 
es of  the  trial  even  if  acquitted,  and  gain  nothing  but  exemp- 
tion from  confinement  in  a  prison  !  After  a  long,  patient,  and 
faitliful  examination  of  his  case,  Mr.  Fairchild  was  fully  ac^iuit- 
ted  in  the  civil  court,  not  by  any  technicalities  or  quibbles  of  the 
law,  but  by  the  force  of  evidence.'  And  before  that  court  he 
appeared  voluntarily,  and  demanded  an  investigation.  And  we 
believe  that  every  candid  and  unprejudiced  person  who  listened 
to  that  trial,  wtvs  thoroughly  convinced  of  his  entire  innocence. 
We  know  that  some  of  tlie  jurymen,  who,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  trial,  had  unfavorable  impressions  concerning  him,  were 
perfectly  satisfied  by  the  testimony,  of  his  moral  as  well  as  legal 
innocence.  And  we  do  believe  that  the  ministers  of  every  other 
denomination  in  the  land,  would  liave  rallied  around  their  in- 
jured brother,  (at  least  after  the  law  had  taken  its  course  and 
pronounced  him  innocent,)  and  given  him  their  sympathy  and 
encouragement,  discountenancing  all  attempts  to  do  him  further 
injury,  by  inculcating  that  charity  which  "  hopeth  all  things,  and 
ihinketh  no  evil." 

But  those  gentlemen  speak  of  Mr.  Fairchild's  letter  as  an 
objection  to  his  being  in  the  ministry.  Now  that  letter  was  part 
of  the  evidence  adduced  against  him  by  the  government  at  his 
trial ;  and  it  was  one  of  the  papers  handed  to  the  jury  when 
they  retired  to  their  room.  And  yet  they  brought  in  a  verdict 
of  not  gnilly,  Wliy  then  should  that  letter  now  be  used  against 
him  ?  Is  it  not  virtually  saying  to  the  world  that  they  still  be- 
lieve him  guilty  ?     And  have  they  any  right  to  do  so  ?     Would 
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they  deem  it  right  for  any  of  their  brethren  in  the  mini.stry  thus 
to  go  behind  the  law,  wei'e  the  case  their  own?  Would  they 
not  call  this  an  "  unjust  and  even  cruel  interference  with  their 
rights  and  privileges  as  citizens  ?  " 

We  contend  that  the  signers  of  that  remonstrance  have  inter- 
fered with  Mr.  Fairchild's  rights  and  privileges  as  a  citizen. 
They  have  set  aside,  so  far  as  their  influence  goes,  the  verdict 
of  the  jury,  as  to  any  special  advantage  which  Mr.  Fairchild 
could  derive  from  it  as  a  minister  of  the  gospel.  Tliey  have 
thus  attempted  to  prevent  him  from  laboring  in  his  profession, 
on  which  he  as  well  as  they  must  rely  for  support.  lie  lias,  too, 
a  dependent,  confiding,  and  deeply  injured  family,  who  are  look- 
ing to  him  for  provision  and  a  home.  Most  of  his  property,  or 
rather  Uieirs^  he  has  been  compelled  to  expend  in  defending 
himself  against  the  attacks  of  his  enemies  and  persecutors,  in 
the  full  belief  that  when  the  truth  came  to  light  and  his  acquit- 
tal was  obtained,  he  would  be  permitted  to  labor  unmolested 
among  any  people  who  might  be  disposed  to  employ  him.  And 
having  accepted  our  unanimous  and  hearty  invitation  to  resume 
his  labors  among  us,  we  did  anticipate  that  Christian  ministers 
would  let  us  alone  to  cooperate  in  our  efforts  to  convert  sinners 
and  build  up  the  church  of  Christ.  These  gentlemen  speak  of 
**  the  kindness  and  tenderness "  which  they  entertain  towai*ds 
Mr.  Fairchild.  If  they  had  aUo  intimated  their  readiness  to 
give  some  portion  of  their  income  to  aid  him  in  providing  for  his 
iamily,  or  even  to  exert  their  influence  to  assist  him  in  obtain- 
ing some  other  useful  employment  in  case  the  council  would  put 
their  veto  on  his  preaching,  we  should  have  been  more  ready  to 
give  them  credit  for  their  **  kindness  and  tenderness."  We 
would  respectfully  ask  those  gentlemen  who  signed  that  remon- 
strance, whether  they  could  have  appended  their  names  to  it 
with  this  text  in  their  minds :  "  whatsoever  ye  would  that  men 
should  do  to  you,  do  ye  even  so  unto  them  ?  " 

It  is  our  desire,  and  it  shall  be  our  endeavor  to  live  in  peace 
with  all  our  sister  churches,  and  with  all  our  fellow-citizens. 
We  shall  never  obtrude  ourselves  upon  them  in  any  way.  If 
attacked  publicly  by  responsible  individuals,  we  shall  endeavor 
to  repel  the  attack  in  a  spirit  of  meekness  and  love ;  but  we 
have  no  reply  to  make  to  anonymous  commnnicAtions.  We 
never  have,  and  we  never  shall  bccomci  aggressors.  We  are 
united  and  happy  with  our  minister;  and  we  have  already  a 
charch  and  conj^regation  far  exceodinj?  in  numbers  our  most 
sanguine  expectations.  We  began  the  year  with  an  addition  of 
tvrentj-three  to  the  church,  which  now  consists  of  eighty  mem« 
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bers.  The  Lord  is  blessing  us,  and  we  are  content  Oar 
prayer  to  heaven  is,  that  the  richest  blessings  may  descend  on 
all  our  sister  churches,  and  that  a  spirit  of  peace,  harmony,  and 
love  may  dwell  among  them. 

We  believe  that  our  pastor  is  an  innocent  and  much  injured 
man.  We  do  not  know  that  he  is  not  guilty  of  the  crimes 
charged  upon  him.  Neither  do  we  know  that  the  signers  of  the 
remonstrance  are  not  guilty  of  similar  crimes.  But  we  do  not 
believe  that  either  he  or  they  are  thus  guilty.  We  do  know  that 
our  pastor  has  not  been  proved  guilty ;  and  therefore  we  feel 
bound  to  regard  him  as  innocent  And  we  do  so  regard  him. 
We  deem  it  soon  enough  and  painful  enough  to  believe  guilt  in 
a  minister,  when  it  is  proved.  If  we  must  err  at  all,  we  prefer 
to  err  on  the  side  of  charity.  Most  of  us  have  long  known 
him,  and  confided  in  him.  And  our  confidence  in  his  moral 
purity  remains  unshaken.  And  we  have  the  fullest  evidence 
that  such  is  the  confidence  of  all  who  have  known  him  most 
intimately  from  his  college  life  to  the  present  day.  We  beg, 
therefore,  that  we  may  be  permitted  to  sit  quietly  under  his 
ministry,  without  forfeiting  our  privileges  as  a  sister  church. 
The  pastors  can  control  their  own  pulpits  without  complaint 
from  us.  We  are  satisfied  with  the  preaching  of  our  own  min- 
ister ;  and  if,  at  any  time,  he  wishes  for  an  exchange,  he  can  be 
accommodated  by  clergj^mcn  of  high  standing,  without  embar- 
rassment to  themselves  or  their  people.  We  do  hope  and  pray 
that  there  will  be  no  occasion  for  us  to  speak  again  to  the  pub- 
lic on  this  painful  subject.  We  now  want  peace.  "  Blessed  are 
the  peacemakers."  If  any  are  still  disposed  to  annoy  us,  we 
would  say  to  them,  leave  us  to  God,  the  Judge  of  all  men,  who 
will  assuredly  do  right.  To  our  Master  we  stand  or  fall.  We 
would  further  say,  in  the  words  of  a  learned  doctor  among  the 
Jews  :  "  Ye  men  of  Israel,  refrain  from  these  men  and  let  them 
alone ;  for  if  this  council  or  tiiis  work  be  of  men,  it  will  come 
to  nought  But  if  it  be  of  God,  ye  cannot  overthrow  it ;  lest 
haply  ye  be  found  to  fight  against  God." 

Ebenezer  Hayward, 

Calvin  Walton,        y  Committee. 

W.  A.  Aiken, 


1 


One  of  the  most  important  statements  in  that  remon- 
strance the  committee  did  not  notice.  In  order  to  make 
the  object  of  their  remonstrance  sure  in  deterring  the 
council  from  proceeding  in  their  rash  and  daring  at- 
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tempt  to  install  a  man  of  such  a  character,  as  they  had 
been  declaring  me  to  be,  they  inserted  this  sentence, 
"  It  will  be  impossible  for  us,  however  much  we  might 
desire  it,  to  give  to  him,  or  to  any  church  who  may  em- 
ploy him,  our  ministerial  fellowship."  Tliis  statement 
it  will  devolve  on  me  to  notice,  which  I  shall  do  when 
I  come  to  the  appropriate  place. 

We  were  hoping  that  this  reply  would  satisfy  Dr. 
Adams  and  all  his  fellow  remonstrants,  that  they  had 
mistaken  the  facts  about  which  they  had  undertaken  to 
speak,  and  that  most  of  their  statements  were  false  in 
their  premises  and  false  in  their  conclusions.  But  it 
would  seem  that  the  clear  statements  and  conclusive 
arguments  of  the  committee  of  my  church,  had  no  con- 
vincing or  softening  influence  on  the  mind  of  Dr. 
Adams.  This  was  made  apparent  in  a  very  short  time. 
From  the  records  of  Dr.  Adams's  church  I  insert  the 
following :  "  February  6, 1846.  A  letter  was  read  from 
William  L.  Jordan  and  wife,  requesting  a  letter  of 
dismission  and  recommendation  to  the  Payson  Chiu-ch. 
Postponed,  on  motion  of  George  D.  Dutton,  to  the  first 
Friday  evening  in  March.  March  6,  the  request  came 
up,  and  the  following  vote  was  passed  without  discus- 
sion, 27  to  21.  Voted,  That  the  church  not  being  pre- 
pared to  grant  the  request  of  William  L.  Jordan  and 
wife,  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject  be  post- 
poned to  the  second  Friday  evening  in  October  next." 
As  this  act  was  done  in  direct  opposition  to  one  of  the 
published  rules  of  Dr.  Adams's  church,  Mrs.  Jordan  took 
an  early  opportunity  to  inquire  of  her  pastor  what  it 
meant.  The  rule  is  this :  "  This  church  will  give  dis- 
mission of  its  members  in  regular  standing  on  their 
application,  and  recommend  them  to  the  fellowship  of 
other  churches."     She  wished  to  know  why  this  plain 
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rule  should  be  violated  in  her  case,  and  in  that  of  her 
husband's?  What  further  passed  between  them,  the 
reader  will  find  stated  and  commented  on  much  better 
than  I  can  do  it,  when  he  comes  to  Mr.  Clifford's  argu- 
ment, almost  the  whole  of  which  he  will  find  in  a  future 
chapter;  and  many  other  matters  I  shall  notice  as 
briefly  as  possible  as  I  go  along,  because  they  are  so 
clearly  stated  and  so  truthfully  commented  on  in  that 
argument  All  needless  repetition  I  shall  studiously 
avoid ;  though  I  am  aware  that  some  is  indispensable 
to  a  correct  understanding  of  my  case.  I  will  simply 
say  here,  that  Mr.  Adams  told  Mrs.  Jordan  that  before 
the  six  months  had  expired,  she  would  be  convinced 
that  all  which  had  been  said  about  me  was  true,  and 
that  probably  before  that  time  there  would  be  no  Pay- 
son  Church. 

On  hearing  this  statement  from  Mrs.  Jordan,  and  also 
an  intimation  fi"om  another  quarter,  that  some  awful 
disclosures  were  about  to  be  made,  which  would  show 
the  world  that  I  was  as  bad  a  man  as  anybody  ever 
supposed  me  to  be,  I  concluded  at  once  that  my  first 
impression  on  reading  his  Marblehead  letter  was  cor- 
rect, and  that  tlie  time  had  now  come  when  it  was  my 
duty  to  answ^er  it.  True,  I  was  not  ready,  after  all  this 
unkind  treatment,  wholly  to  give  up  the  idea  of  reaching 
him,  if  not  by  argument,  at  least  by  entreaty.  Though 
he  was  ready  to  denounce  me  as  an  abandoned  wretch, 
and  immediately  reported  to  a  brother  clergyman  that 
he  "  saw  the  picture  of  hell  in  my  countenance,"  simply 
because  I  was  silent  on  one  occasion  when  he  proposed 
to  me  a  certain  question,  —  which  question  I  had  just 
answered  him  explicitly  in  the  presence  of  witnesses, 
yet  I  could  not  so  easily  sever  the  bonds  which  had 
bound  us  together;  no,  not  even  after  all  the  demon- 
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strations  which  he  had  made  against  me.  So  tenacious 
was  his  hold  on  my  confidence,  that  I  still  indulged  a 
secret  hope,  that  after  all  he  might  be  a  good  man, 
though  in  a  grievous  error.  But  notwithstanding  this 
hope,  I  could  not  wholly  avoid  the  fearful  apprehension, 
from  what  he  had  already  done,  that  his  war  on  me  was 
to  be  a  war  of  extermination, — that  he  would  avail  him- 
self of  his  own  wealth,  and  that  of  his  rich  friends  and 
parishioners,  together  with  his  high  standing  in  the 
church,  reputed  to  be  at  the  head  of  the  orthodox  de- 
nomination in  Boston, —  I  was  fearful,  I  say,  that  he 
would  wield  all  these  advantages  against  me  a  poor 
clergyman,  and  possibly  never  rest  nor  let  me  rest,  till 
he  had  driven  me  from  my  pulpit,  if  not  into  my  grave. 
In  this  state  of  mind,  and  under  these  discouraging  cir- 
cumstances, I  concluded  to  reply  to  his  Marblchead  let- 
ter in  as  kind  and  brotherly  a  manner  as  possible,  hop- 
ing that  in  this  way  I  might  reach  his  heart,  and  induce 
him  to  retrace  his  steps,  or  at  least  to  lay  down  his 
weapons  and  pursue  me  no  longer. 


CHAPTER    XII. 

I  niEREFORE  addressed  him  a  letter  dated  March  10, 
1846,  a  few  extracts  from  which  I  wiU  here  insert,  that 
the  reader  may  have  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
spirit  and  object  of  the  letter,  simply  remarking  that 
this  letter  and  two  or  three  notes,  together  with  Dr. 
Adams's  reply,  were  published  in  a  pamphlet  near  the 
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close  of  the  same  year,  entitled  "  Correspondence  bettceen 
Rev.  Nehemiah  Adams  and  Rev.  J.  H,  Fairchild^  with 
Notes  and  Comvients,  by  a  Committee  of  the  Pat/son 
Church.''^  The  cause  of  the  publication  of  this  corre- 
spondence will  be  stated  in  the  proper  place. 

Boston,  March  10,  1846. 
To  Rev.  N.  Adams:  — 

My  dear  Sir, —  In  addressing  to  you  this  letter,  I  bo*^  leave 
to  assure  you  that  I  am  not  actuated  by  any  unkind  feelings,  or 
any  desire  to  injure  you  in  your  cliaracter  as  a  man,  or  in  your 
profession  as  a  minister  of  the  gospel.  In  both  these  respects, 
and  indeed  in  every  other,  I  wish  you  well.  And  I  address  you 
thus  privately  from  an  extreme  reluctance  to  agitate  the  public 
mind  by  any  further  publications  in  reference  to  my  case,  and 
my  present  determination  not  to  do  so,  unless  duty  should  abso- 
lutely require  it. 

There  are  certain  things  connected  with  your  treatment  of 
me  which  I  have  been  wholly  unable  to  explain  on  any  princi- 
ples of  Christianity  or  civil  law.  And  in  saying  this  I  do  not 
mean  even  to  insinuate  that  you  would  willingly  and  wilfully 
disregard  the  principles  of  religion,  or  trample  on  the  laws  of 
your  country.  Cliristian  charity  requires  me  to  regard  you  as 
a  good  man  and  a  good  minister  of  Christ,  and  that  you  sin- 
cerely believe  yourself  governed  by  the  best  and  purest  mo- 
tives. But  while  I  admit  all  this,  I  would  respectfully  inquire 
whether  it  is  not  possible  for  you  to  be  influenced  by  wrong  mo- 
tives and  feelings,  though  deeming  them  to  be  right?  I  pre- 
sume you  will  not  deny  that  it  is  possible  for  a  man  to  be  sin- 
cerely and  conscientiously  in  the  wrong.  Paul  acknowledges 
that  it  was  once  so  with  him.  May  it  not  be  so  with  you?  As 
your  friend  and  brother  in  Christ,  I  would  affectionately  re- 
quest you  to  examine  and  see.  Charity  compels  me  and  very 
many  of  your  friends  to  believe  that  this  is  the  case,  otherwise 
no  explanation  could  be  given  of  your  conduct  at  all  consistent 
with  the  principles  of  that  religion  which  you  profess.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  many  that  you  hastily  committed  yourself  on  one- 
sided testimony,  —  that  you  gave  undue  influence  to  impres- 
sions ;  and  having  made  up  your  mind  against  me  before  my 
trial,  you  have  become  unwittingly  under  the  control  of  that 
pride  of  opinion  so  natural  to  men,  which  is  very  reluctant  to 
say,  "  I  was  mistaken."  And  such  I  am  quite  sure  would  be 
y<wr  opinion,  were  our  respective  circumstances  reversed.  And 
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I  entreat  70a,  while  reading  this  letter,  to  divest  yourself  of  all 
prejudice,  and  to  fancy  yourself  placed  in  my  position ;  and 
then  bring  yourself  under  the  entire  control  of  our  Saviour's 
golden  rule. 

After  briefly  noticing  his  course  before  the  council  at 
Exeter,  and  the  use  which  he  there  made  of  my  silence 
when  he  questioned  me  at  his  house,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  I  then  added  the  foUowing  paragraph. 

I  have  said  enough  to  let  you  see  the  origin  of  that  strange 
course  which  you  have  pursued  in  refen^nce  to  my  case.  Now 
admitting  you  to  be  a  good  man,  —  that  you  are  sincere  in 
your  opposition  to  mc  and  my  church,  and  that  you  firmly  be- 
lieve yourself  actuated  in  all  this  by  Christian  motives,  let  me 
request  you  to  reconcile,  if  you  can,  your  principles  with  your 
conduct.  Just  place  yourself  in  my  position  for  one  moment, 
and  then  attempt  to  explain  such  treatment  from  any  one  of 
your  brethren  in  the  ministry,  on  the  principles  of  Cliristianity 
or  of  civil  government.  I  think  you  would  find  it  utterly  im- 
possible to  reconcile  the  conduct  of  such  a  minister  with  his  pro- 
fessed principles.  You  might  deem  him  a  good  Christian,  but 
you  would  not  be  likely  to  deem  him  a  consistent  one.  Let  mc 
frtate  the  case  to  you  and  review  it,  that  you  may  see  the  posi- 
tion in  which  you  stand  as  a  good  man  and  a  good  minister ; 
and  that  you  are  such  I  chceriully  concede,  only  pr^'niising  that, 
like  every  other  good  man,  you  may  be  in  error,  though  honest 
and  sincere. 

And  this  brings  me  to  the  only  key  by  which  I  can  unlock 
the  meaning  and  design  of  your  letter.  As  you  felt  that  you 
had  hurt  yourself  by  the  illegal  and  unchristian  manner  in 
which  you  had  been  testifying,  you  were  doubtless  anxious  to 
retrieve  tliat  wrong  step,  and  get  rid  of  that  injury.  And  how 
could  this  be  done  so  effectually  as  by  inducing  me  to  go  before 
the  council  and  make  a  confession  ?  If  this  could  be  done,  the 
matter  would  of  course  be  settled,  and  no  serious  injury  result 
to  you  from  your  strange  testimony  on  that  occasion.  This 
brings  me  to  speak  of  the  first  impression  which  I  received  on 
reading  your  letter.  I  said  lo  mys(;lf,  *•  is  it  possible  that  my 
brother  Adams  should  be  actuated  by  such  a  motive,  —  the 
motive  of  sheer  selfishness  ?  Cim  it  be  that  he  wishes  me  to 
be  my  own  destroyer  by  confessing  what  I  liad  solemnly  denied, 
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even  when  I  supposed  I  had  not  anotlier  hour  to  live,  and  of 
which  I  knew  ravself  to  be  innocent  ?  Can  it  be  that  he  wishes 
me  to  do  this,  ratlier  than  that  he  himself  should  acknowledge 
that  he  had  done  wrong,  and  might  be  mistaken  in  his  impres- 
sions ? "  This  was  tiie  train  of  thought  which  then  passed 
through  my  mind.  But  preferring  to  err,  if  I  must  err  at  all, 
on  the  side  of  charity,  I  said  nothing.  I  felt  it  possible  that  I 
had  misapprehended  your  motive,  and  concluded  to  wait  pa- 
tiently for  something  to  take  place  which  would  convince  me 
that  your  object  in  writing  was  not  such  as  I  feared  it  might 
have  been.  Well,  I  have  waited  till  the  present  time,  and 
nothing  has  transpired  on  your  part  tending  to  remove  my  first 
impression  as  to  your  motive.  On  the  contrary,  all  that  you 
have  since  done,  has  only  strengthened  that  impression.  I 
have  read  the  letter  often  and  carefully,  and  notwithstanding  all 
its  honeyed  and  gracious  words,  I  find  it  utterly  imjx)ssible  to 
discover  any  other  motive  which  could  have  dictated  it,  (though 
charily  compels  me  to  believe  it  possible  that  your  mind  might 
have  been  in  such  a  state  as  to  prevent  you  from  being  aware 
of  it).  I  may  be  wrong  in  this.  And  I  do  hope,  for  the  sake 
of  humanity,  as  well  as  Christianity,  that  I  am  wrong.  But  I 
cannot,  jis  at  present  informed,  give  it  any  other  construction ; 
and  I  sincerely  believe  that  every  candid,  unprejudiced  person 
who  should  read  it,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  the  circunistan' 
CCS  of  the  case,  would  give  it  the  same  construction. 

I  cannot  look  back  upon  one  act  of  yours  in  reference  to  this 
whole  affair,  which  does  not  force  on  my  mind  the  conviction  that 
I  have  rightly  interpreted  the  object  of  your  letter.  You  had 
committed  yourself  before  the  grand-jury ;  and  you  are  doubt- 
less aware  that  it  was  your  testimony  chiefly  which  procured 
the  indictment.  And  having  succeeded  there  by  your  testimony, 
you  would  naturally  be  anxious  for  similar  success  before  the 
council.  Well,  you  succeeded  there  also.  But  you  soon  found 
that  tiie  Christian  public  were  not  satisfied  with  the  result  of 
council.  The  able  and  lucid  review  of  their  doings,  published 
in  the  Puritan,  showed  that  I  was  not  fairly  tried,  —  that  undue 
advantage  was  taken  of  me,  —  that  the  committee  of  the  Asso- 
ciation went  far  beyond  the  limits  of  their  appointment,  —  that 
they  had  too  much  control  over  the  council,  —  that  they  as- 
sumed the  office  of  prosecutors, — that  they  acted  a  part  against 
me  which  could  not  be  justified  by  any  law,  human  or  divine,— 
that  they  objected  to  my  having  a  candid  and  able  lawyer  who 
was  providentially  present,  to  aid  me  in  cross-examining  the 
witnesses,  —  and  that  you  yourself,  in  your  zeal  to  procure  my 
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eondemnadon,  resorted  to  that  unheard  of  expedient,  —  testify 
ing  to  impressiaiu,  though  you  might  have  been  as  honest  and 
Mocere  in  the  matter  as  was  Saul  of  Tarsus,  in  his  zeal  when 
persecuting  the  early  disciples. 

Now,  my  dear  Sir,  what  does  all  this  conduct  mean  ?  Is  it 
possible  that  you  advised  my  coming  to  Boston  for  trial,  because 
you  believed  and  hoped  that  I  would  be  convicted  by  the  jury? 
and,  as  a  lure  to  draw  me  here,  said  to  my  friend  that  you 
would  open  your  pulpit  to  me  on  my  acquittal  ?  Can  I  attach 
any  other  meaning  to  such  conduct  than  that  which  I  have 
given  to  your  letter?  It  does  seem  to  me  tiiat  rather  than 
acknowledge,  even  by  your  silence,  that  you  might  have  done 
wrong,  or  been  mistidten,  you  were  willing  to  (lej)rive  me  of  my 
office,  disgrace  me  and  my  dear  family,  and  send  us  forth  poor 
and  despised,  to  subsist  on  the  cold  charity  of  tlic  world.  And 
all  this,  when  no  tribunal  had  even  pretended  to  have  proved 
me  guilty,  and  when  you  yourself  had  previously  said  that  you 
felt  bound  to  regard  me  as  innocent,  till  guilt  was  proved,  O  ! 
where  is  that  deep  sympathy  which  you  professed  for  me  in 
your  letter?  If  I  could  put  a  more  favorable  construction  on 
your  actions  and  your  letter,  I  would  do  it  with  all  my  heart. 
But  how  can  I ?  Let  me  quote  to  you  the  last  paragraph.  "If 
you  are  innocent,  have  courage,  my  dear,  dear  brother.  God 
will  glorify  himself  by  you  as  y^i^  and  you  will  yet  praise  him, 
•nd  your  enemies  will  be  found  liars  unto  you,  and  you  will 
Ircad  upon  their  high  places.  In  love  and  prayer  and  hoj)C, 
most  affectionately  and  truly  yours."  Now  when  you  wrote 
this,  you  haod  heard  all  the  evidence  before  the  council,  and 
you  believed  me  guilty.  You  believed  me  one  of  the  worst 
men  that  ever  lived.  How  then  could  you  call  such  a  vile, 
abandoned  wretch,  "my  dear,  dear  brother?"  You  had  the 
same  opinion  of  me  then  as  you  would  have  had  if  the  council 
had  pronounced  me  guilty,  as  your  subsequent  conduct  has 
fully  proved.  You  deemed  my  letter  which  was  adduced  as 
evidence  against  me  at  my  trial,  a  strange  production  for  a 
^ood  clergyman  to  write.     Is  it  any  more  strange  than  yours  f 

My  innocence  has  been  proved  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  an 
hone.4t  court  and  jury.  And  why  should  not  you  be  satisfied, — 
at  least  so  &r  satisfied  as  to  let  me  alone,  and  not  go  behind  the 
law  to  injure  me?  Is  this  acting  the  part  of  a  good  citizen? 
If  a  mob  or  riot  should  take  place  in  Boston,  doubtless  you 
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would  inculcate  upon  your  people  the  duty  of  obeying  the  lawa 
and  submitting  to  the  constituted  authorities.  But  when  a 
man  has  been  charged  with  crime,  which  he  solemnly  denied, 
and  been  honorably  acquitted,  after  a  full  and  fair  examination 
of  the  case,  before  the  tribunal  appointed  by  the  laws  of  his 
country,  is  it  not  rebellion  against  those  laws  to  continue  to  treat 
him  as  if  he  were  guilty,  and  try  to  deprive  him  of  the  benefit 
of  his  acquittal  ?  Is  this  doing  as  you  would  be  done  by  ?  And 
especially,  is  this  redeeming  the  pledge  given  me,  in  the  right 
hand  of  fellowship,  at  my  ordination  ?  Was  that  service  a  mere 
unmeaning  ceremony  ?  If  not,  then  my  brethren  in  the  ministry 
were  bound  by  it  to  stand  by  me  and  defend  me,  (as  many  of 
them  have,)  till  I  was  proved  guilty  of  the  crimes  charged  upon 
me.  But  there  has  been  no  such  proof.  Even  the  council  did 
not  pretend  that  they  had  proved  me  guilty,  while  the  court  and 
jury  declared  me  innocent.  Now  if  you  are  not  satisfied,  and 
still  think  me  guilty,  are  you  not  bound,  as  a  Christian  and  a 
good  citizen,  to  keep  your  opinion  to  yourself?  Your  declara- 
tion that  "  you  are  willing  to  allow  me  all  my  rights  as  a  citizen," 
is  like  telling  a  man  that  you  do  not  wish  to  interfere  with  his 
rights  and  privileges  as  a  citizen,  while,  at  the  same  time,  you 
are  holding  him  by  the  throat  and  choking  him  to  death.  Have 
you  any  more  ecclesiastical  or  legal  right  to  say  or  do  any  thing 
to  my  injury  than  to  the  injury  of  any  other  clergyman  ?  Is 
not  the  broad  shield  of  the  law  over  me  for  my  protection,  as 
truly  as  over  you  for  yours  f  Have  you  any  more  right  to  at- 
teraj)t  to  close  my  lips  as  a  preacher,  than  I  have  to  attempt  to 
close  yours  ?  Might  I  not  as  well  object  to  your  being  in  the 
ministry,  on  account  of  "  the  moral  tone  "  of  your  letterj  as  you 
have  to  object  to  my  being  in  the  ministry  on  account  of  "  the 
moral  tone  of  my  book  ?  "  If  you  choose  to  regard  me  as  a  bad 
man,  and  to  treat  me  as  such,  so  far  as  preaching  in  your  pulpit 
is  concerned,  so  be  it.  I  care  as  little  about  occupying  your  pul- 
pit as  did  Mr.  Kirk,  when  you  excluded  him,  because  you  judged 
it  wrong  for  him  to  be  preaching  in  Boston  as  an  evangelist. 
But  I  do  care  about  your  attempts  to  exclude  my  church  from 
the  fellowship  of  sister  churches.  You  cannot  adduce  the 
shadow  of  an  argument  to  justify  such  conduct. 

I  have  only  to  say,  in  conclusion,  what  I  said  at  the  beginning, 
that  charity  forbids  me  indulge  the  thought  that  you  have 
been  actuated  in  this  matter  by  a  malignant  spirit,  or  that  you 
have  not  ^elt  as  though  you  were  "  doing  God  service."  I  am 
sensible  that  even  a  good  man  will  sometimes  say  and  do  strange 
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things,  when  he  is  conscientiously  in  the  wron^.  Neither  have 
I  any  wish  to  injure  you  in  any  respect  whatever.  For  cer- 
tainly if  I  had  indulged  such  a  wish,  I  siiould  have  published 
your  letter  in  connection  with  the  reply  to  your  remonstrance, 
accompanied  witli  such  comments  as  the  composition  and  object 
of  it  seemed  to  require.  But  I  am  so  anxious  to  have  this  un- 
pleasant controversy  ended,  that  I  did  not  inform  the  committee 
any  thing  about  your  letter,  or  that  I  had  any  such  letter  in  my 
possession.  I  am  willing  to  leave  you  and  your  motives,  in  the 
part  you  have  taken  against  me,  to  the  Judge  of  all  men.  But 
I  am  not  willing  that  you  should  further  seek  to  injure  me  and 
my  church  either  in  public  or  private.  Cease  from  such  efforts, 
and  give  the  regular  letters  to  your  members  who  may  wish  to 
join  us,  and  use  your  influence  to  rescind  the  vote  of  your  Asso- 
ciation, and  you  will  hear  nothing  further  fron^  me  on  the  sub- 
ject, either  through  the  public  press,  or  by  private  letters.  But 
if  otherwise,  I  fear  that  I  shall  be  compelled,  by  a  sense  of  duty 
to  myself  and  my  church,  to  publish  to  tlie  world  your  letter 
and  mine.  You  have  the  general  confidence  of  the  Christian 
community.  And  many  are  ready  to  asH  ''  how  happens  it 
that  Mr.  Adams  should  treat  Mr.  Fairohild  in  this  manner,  after 
all  the  evidence  which  has  been  adduced  in  favor  of  his  inno- 
cence ?  "  On  this  account  it  is,  that  some  to  whom  I  have  shown 
your  letter,  urge  its  immediate  pubhcation,  because,  in  their 
judgment,  it  answers  the  above  question,  and  that  I  ought  to  do 
it  in  self-defence.  Indeed,  I  have  been  censured  for  not  having 
published  it  months  ago.  But  I  wish  to  do  as  I  would  be  done 
unto.  My  end  and  aim  is  peace.  And  if  there  be  a  failure,  I  do 
not  intend  that  either  you  or  the  public  shall  lay  the  blame  on  me. 

I  have  recently  received  a  letter  from  a  wortliy  clergyman 
residing  in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  whom  I  know  only  by 
reputation,  in  which,  after  informing  me  that  he  had  carefully 
read  the  reply  to  your  remonstrance,  he  says :  "  Tiie  whole  mat- 
ter is  presented  in  a  light  so  clear,  that  men  can  no  longer  con- 
ceal themselves  or  their  motives.  The  question  is  no  longer  one 
of  doubt  or  certainty,  but  of  love  or  hate  ;  and  you  will  probably 
find  men  hereafter  to  range  themselves  accordingly."  The 
thought  that  any,  who  profess  Christian  charity,  should  range 
themselves  on  the  side  o^  hate,  is  truly  painful  to  me.  But  if  it 
must  be  so,  I  submit,  trusting  in  God  to  overrule  it  for  good.  lie 
can  cause  even  "  the  wrath  of  man  to  praise  him." 

By  my  acquittal  and  my  subsequent  installation,  I  claim  all  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  a  citizen  and  of  a  minister  of  the  gospeL 
Tou  haye  a  rights  (which  I  am  willing  you  should  exercise,)  to 
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exclude  me  from  your  pulpit.  Be  satisfied  with  that  right.  To 
claim  any  thing  more  is  a  kind  of  clerical  dictation  and  authority 
to  whicli,  I  am  quite  sure,  the  people  will  never  submit.  And 
to  attempt  any  thing  more  is  not  only  to  violate  an  important 
principle  of  law  and  gospel,  but  to  break  up  the  harmony  of  the 
churches,  which  you  profess  so  much  to  dread.  And  before 
making  the  attempt,  would  it  not  be  well  to  read  over  your  pub- 
lished sermon  "  on  injuries  done  to  Christ,"  which  created  much 
excitement  at  the  time ;  and  then  ask  yourself  whether  you  may 
not  have  injured  him,  (however  unintentionally,)  by  the  course 
which  you  have  taken  in  this  matter.  Does  he  not  regard  an 
injury  done  to  his  church  and  ministers,  as  an  injury  done  to 
himself?  And  ought  you  not  to  abstain  from  any  further  elForts 
to  pull  up  what  you  regard  as  tares,  when,  by  so  doing,  you  may 
pull  up  the  wheat  also  ?  Would  it  not  be  much  wiser  and  safer 
to  follow  the  direction  of  the  Great  Husbandman — "  Let  both 
grow  together  until  harvest?"  Who  has  made  thee  a  judge 
over  me  ?  To  my  own  Master  I  stand  or  fall.  There  is  such 
a  thing  as  woundiiig  Christ  in  the  house  of  his  friends.  And  is 
not  such  a  wound  ^|flicted  by  treating  one  of  his  ministers  as  a 
criminal  when  no  crime  has  been  proved  against  him,  and  es- 
pecially when  he  has  been  pix)nounced  "  not  guilty,"  by  an  im- 
partial jury? 

Yours  "  in  love,  and  prayer,  and  hope," 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

To  this  letter  Dr.  Adams  soon  sent  a  reply.  And 
that  the  reader  may  also  see  his  spirit  and  object  in 
writing,  it  is  but  fair  that  I  should  quote  some  portion 
of  his  letter,  which  he  begins  by  refusing  to  me  my 
title. 

Boston,  April  10, 1846. 
Mr.  FAiRcniLD,  —  I  have  received  a  communication  from 
you  dated  March  10th.     Many  duties  and  great  doubts  whether 
I  ought  to  answer  your  letter  at  all,  are  the  occasion  of  my  not 
sending  this  before. 

I  shall  tell  you  plainly  and  faithfully,  but  with  kindness,  what 
I  think  of  your  letter  and  of  you.  My  hesitation  at  doing  thift 
has  made  me  keep  back  this  letter,  and  may  delay  it  after  it  is 
finished ;  but  I  now  think  it  best  to  send  it,  especially  as  you 
have  invited  it,  and  in  some  measure,  made  it  necessary.    To 
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have  treated  joar  letter  with  silence,  might  have  seemed  to  you 
like  contempt,  which  I  do  not  wish  to  cherish.  Yet  if  I  write, 
I  must  be  honest,  and  this  perhaps  will  not  be  acceptable  to  you, 
considering  what  I  am  obliged  to  say.  You  will  bear  in  mind, 
however,  that  no  one,  beside  yourself,  knows  of  your  letter  to 
me,  nor  of  my  reply. 

•  ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

With  what  preface,  then,  shall  I  introduce  the  remark,  that 
your  letter  confirms  all  my  convictions  of  your  character?  The 
occasion  of  it  seems  to  be  the  refusal  of  my  church  to  dismiss 
members  to  your  care.  This  leads  you  to  ask  me  the  reason  of 
my  prominent  and  persevering  opposition  to  you  ? 

Tour  purpose,  however,  is  to  intimidate  me  from  holding  out 
in  my  opposition  to  you.  In  the  absence  of  all  other  probable 
ways  of  influencing  me,  you  bring  forward  my  hvst  letter  to  you, 
written  at  Marblehead  in  July  or  August,  1844,  and  pretend  to 
construe  it  into  a  plot  to  screen  myself  by  urging  you,  guilty  or 
Dot,  to  confess  before  the  council  at  Exeter. 

I  kept  no  copy  of  that  letter,  and  can  judge  of  its  particular 
expressions  only  by  the  quotations  you  make  from  it.  It  seems, 
then,  that  in  the  interval  of  the  trial  and  the  result  at  Exeter,  I 
urged  you  to  confess  your  sin,  before  the  council  should  declare 
against  you,  and  while  confession  would  seem  to  have  any  vir- 
tue in  it.  At  the  same  time,  it  seems  that  I  said  to  you,  *^  If 
you  are  innocent,  take  courage.  Your  enemies  will  be  found 
liars  unto  you,  and  you  will  tread  upon  their  high  places,"  — 
with  otlier  exhortations  to  the  same  effect. 

On  reading  these  quotations,  it  occurred  to  me  that,  had  I  con- 
ceived the  plot,  (which  I  had  entirely  forgotten,)  of  making  you 
confess,  so  that  I  might  be  justified  in  my  convictions  and  testi- 
mony, I  used  a  singular  way  to  effect  it.  Those  words  of  en- 
couragement and  cheering  appeals  to  you,  if  innocent,  were  un- 
accountably indiscreet.  I  really  think  I  have  more  art  and 
skill  than  such  a  letter  for  such  a  purpose  would  prove.  If  I 
am  a  knave,  I  know  I  am  not  so  much  a  fool  as  not  to  write  a 
more  insidious  letter  to  accomplish  such  a  purpose.  You  know 
it  too,  and  therefore  I  shall  not  think  of  replying  seriously  to 
what  you  have  forced  yourself  to  say. 

I  have  often  thought  of  late  how  that  letter  must  have  troubled 
you,  if  you  were  all  that  I  feared.  It  seems  it  does  trouble  you 
to  this  day.  You  knew  tliat  I  inferred,  from  your  silence  with 
rq;ard  to  it,  that  you  were  guilty,  or  you  would  have  responded 
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to  it  in  some  moment  of  kindness.  The  time  has  at  length  come 
when  you  feel  compelled  to  notice  it ;  and  the  way  in  which 
you  have  chosen  to  do  so  is,  by  pretending  to  impute  cunning  to 
me  in  writing.  With  all  that  was  sad  in  my  feelings  in  reading 
your  letter,  when  I  came  to  that  part  of  it,  I  could  not  resist  a 
smile  at  tlie  ludicrous  folly  of  the  invention.  But  as  one  quota- 
tion followed  another,  illustrating  my  former  love  of  you,  I  felt 
sad  again  to  think  of  the  past,  and  to  see  how  desperate  you  must 
have  grown  to  invent  a  charge  which  your  own  quotations  pal- 
pably contradict.  The  only  way  in  which  I  could  account  for 
this  part  of  your  letter,  (indeed  it  is  the  main  design  of  it,)  was 
by  supposing  that  you  had  been,  for  so  long  a  time,  engaged  in 
breaking  down  the  character  of  witnesses  against  you,  and  ia 
inventing  false  explanations,  that  you  had  acquired  a  degree  of 
unearthly  skill  in  the  trade.  I  see  through  your  design.  I  de- 
plore the  sad  condition  into  which  the  long  practice  of  evil  has 
brought  your  moral  faculties.  If  you  had  ever  ruined  the  vir- 
tue of  an  individual,  and  then,  to  screen  yourself,  had  contrived 
to  destroy  her  reputation,  you  would  be  in  a  state  of  mind  which 
would  help  you  to  invent  such  a  construction  of  my  letter,  and, 
what  is  more,  make  you  bold  enough  to  propose  it. 

I  am  very  sorry  to  say  that  no  part  of  your  letter  awakened 
any  suspicion  or  hope,  in  my  mind,  that  you  are  a  good  man. 
The  letter  throughout  is  vindictive.  It  breathes,  I  regret  to 
say,  an  insulting,  insinuating,  retaliatory  spirit.  Had  you  been 
an  innocent,  injured  man,  I  think  your  trials  would  have  soft- 
ened your  feelings ;  and,  in  addressing  me  thus  privately,  how- 
ever much  you  might  have  been  grieved  at  my  treatment  of 
you,  you  would  have  expressed  something  like  expostulatioa 
and  sorrow  at  my  mistakes.  Instead  of  this,  you  pretend,  (for 
it  is  only  pretence,)  to  impute  the  worst  of  motives.  You 
search  my  public  life  for  something  wherewith  to  provoke  me, 
and  ask  questions  when  you  dare  not  assert  any  thing  unfavor- 
able to  me. 


No  man  living  knows  you  so  thoroughly  as  I  do,  and  if  you 
ask  the  reason  for  my  feelings  and  conduct  towards  you,  you 
have  it  in  the  abuse  of  my  confidence,  —  the  injuries  of  my 
love.  You  say,  in  your  letter,  "If  tlie  last  charge  brought 
against  you  had  changed  my  views  with  respect  to  the  Jirst,  yov 
should  not  have  been  so  much  surprised  at  the  stand  I  have 
taken."     Your  conduct  under  the  last  charge  has  opened  mj 
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ejes.  Dre.  Woods  and  Burjress,  and  Mr.  Bennett  and  others, 
have  not  been  more  deceived  than  I  was.  They  will,  erelong, 
be  undeceived,  as  I  have  been. 

With  such  feelings  and  opinions,  you  cannot  wonder  that  I 
am  unwilling  to  dismiss  church-members  to  your  care.  What 
would  you  think  of  me  if  I  did?  Courts  of  justice  may  say  of 
you  "  not  guilty,"  —  ministers  may  fellowship  you,  —  councils 
may  install  you,  —  churches  may  dismiss  members  to  your 
care ;  but  you  know  me  well  enough  to  know  that  I  will  never 
publicly  treat  you  otherwise  than  as  my  conscience  dictates. 
You  attribute  my  conduct  to  what  you  are  pleased  to  call  an 
**  unyielding  spirit."  Whatever  of  firmness  I  possess  has  en- 
abled me  to  be  of  some  benefit  to  you  in  times  past,  and  if  you 
should  ever  have  occasion  for  it  again,  and  deservedly,  it  shall 
be  at  your  service. 

One  thing  which,  in  the  progress  of  your  affairs,  has  had  an 
accumulative  force  in  confirming  my  opinion  of  your  character, 
is  the  character  of  all  your  public  communications.  It  is  very 
evident  that  the  Spirit  of  all  grace  has  not  breatlied  upon  you  in 
preparing  your  published  writings.  The  savor  of  piety,  of  meek- 
ness, gentleness,  and  forgiveness  is  nowhere  found  in  them. 
They  are  your  worst  enemies. 

In  short,  were  I  your  enemy,  I  could  wish  you  no  greater  evil 
than  that  you  should  continue  writing  as  you  have  done. 

With  all  my  compassion  and  tenderness  for  you,  I  am  thor- 
oughly convinced  of  your  consummate  wickedness,  but  with  all 
those  convictions  I  have  preached,  and  trust  I  have  felt  too  much 
of  the  love  and  mercy  of  God  to  despair  of  your  recovery  and 
forgiveness.  Hence  my  letter  from  Marblehead  and  this  part  of 
the  present  letter.  If  there  is  ever  any  change  in  your  feelings 
and  determination,  you  will  find  me  the  same  firm  and  faithful 
friend  as  ever.  I  will  add,  at  the  risk  of  being  charged  with 
inconsistency,  and  against  all  my  convictions,  if  you  are  inno- 
cent, m:untain  a  humble,  quiet,  steady  course  of  labor  for  the 
good  of  souls,  and  leave  yourself  to  God.  "  For  remember,  I 
pray  thee,  wlio  ever  perished  being  innocent,  or  where  were 
the  righteous  cut  off?  " 

I  may  wish,  for  my  own  justification  hereafter,  to  have  a  copy 
of  my  letter  from  Marblehead.  If  you  will  send  it  to  me 
through  the  post-office,  I  will  copy  it  with  your  permission,  and 
return  it  immediately.  That  letter  was  bathed  in  prayers  and 
tears.  I  begin  to  hope  that  it  may  be  the  occasion,  if  not  the 
means,  of  great  joy  to  both  of  us.  If  you  wish  to  know  what  I 
would  advise  you  to  do^  I  will,  in  the  same  confidential  manner 
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in  which  I  have  written  this,  and  without  the  knowledge  of  any 
one,  with  deep  interest  and  kindness,  inform  you.  In  the  mean 
time,  I  am,  with  the  utmost  benevolence  and  kindness, 

Your  friend,  N.  A. 

P.  S.  I  shall  not  interpret  your  silence  at  this  reply  unfa- 
vorably to  you.  I  say  this,  because,  if  you  are  not  prepared  to 
intimate  any  change  in  your  feelings,  I  should  prefer  not  to 
spend  any  more  time  in  a  correspondence,  and  will  consider 
your  silence  as  a  mere  regard  to  my  wishes. 

To  this  letter  I  returned  the  following  brief  reply :  — 

Boston,  May  12,  1846. 

Rev.  N.  Adams:  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  Inclosed  I  send  you  a  copy  of  your  letter 
dated  Marblehead,  July  27,  1844.  Your  request  that  I  would 
send  the  original  to  you  through  the  j)ost-office,  I  could  not  com- 
ply with,  because  letters  thus  sent  are  sometimes  lost ;  and  I 
felt  quite  unwilling  to  expose  your  letter  to  such  a  hazard. 

I  presume  you  did  not  expect  me  to  make  any  reply  to  your 
last  letter.  I  think  that  no  man,  unless  lost  to  all  self-respect, 
would  ever  take  up  his  pen  to  reply  privately  to  such  a  commu- 
nication. 

If  you,  in  conjunction  with  those  who  have,  for  years,  been 
my  bitter  enemies  and  persecutors,  see  fit  to  make  another  dem- 
onstration against  me,  I  trust  in  God  that  I  shall  be  able  to  meet 
it  as  successfully  as  I  did  the  others.  And  I  feel  truly  thank- 
ful for  those  weapons  of  defence  which,  in  such  an  event,  your 
letters  will  furnish.  The  world  will  then  have  an  opportunity 
to  judge  who  has  been  most  injured  by  his  own  writings,  you  or 
myself.  Till  then,  I  shall  endeavor,  (as  I  have  endeavored 
from  the  beginning,)  to  do  as  you  advise  —  ^^  maintain  a  humble, 
quiet,  steady  course  of  labor  for  the  good  of  souls,  and  leave  my- 
self to  God."  And  if  you  choose  to  make  any  further  attempts 
to  annoy  and  hinder  me  in  this  good  work,  on  you  be  the  re- 
sponsibility. 

Yours,  in  great  kindness, 

J.  IL  Faibchild. 


LIFE  OF  REV.  J.  H.  FAIRCHILD.  143 


CHAPTER    XIII. 

Oix  reading  the  letter  of  Dr.  Adams,  the  painful  con- 
viction was  forced  upon  me,  that  all  hope  of  reconcilia- 
tion was  now  gone,  —  that  for  me  to  put  forth  any 
farther  efforts  for  that  purpose,  would  be  labor  spent  in 
vain,  —  that  his  hostility  and  exertions  would  not  abate 
till  one  or  the  other  of  us  was  in  the  grave.  And  wliat 
rendered  the  case  still  more  painful  to  me,  was  the  fact 
that  I  could  not  see  or  imagine  any  possible  motive  by 
which  he  could  be  actuated,  but  the  gratification  of  vin- 
dictive malice.  He  had  remonstrated  against  my  in- 
stallation, and  declared  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
him  ever  to  acknowledge  me  as  a  Christian  minister. 
He  had  publicly  represented  my  character  to  be  such 
that  the  church  and  the  ministry  would  be  dishonored 
and  defiled  by  allowing  my  polluted  lips  to  preach  the 
word  of  life,  and  my  unholy  hands  to  break  the  bread 
of  life.  Was  not  this  enough  to  exonerate  him  from  all 
blame,  even  though  I  should  prove  to  be,  what  he  had, 
long  ago,  declared  me  to  be  —  "AeH.^"  Let  me  have 
been  as  bad,  yea,  even  worse  (if  such  a  thing  were  pos- 
sible) than  he  had  ever  supposed  me  to  be ;  had  he  not 
washed  his  own  hands  firom  all  stain  in  this  matter? 
Was  he  any  more  responsible  for  my  morals  than  for 
the  morals  of  any  clergyman  of  any  denomination  in 
London  ?  Ought  he  not  to  have  been  satisfied  with 
throwing  all  responsibility  in  this  affair  on  the  coun- 
cil that  installed  me?  which  council  had  all  the  evi- 
dence of  my  im worthiness  which  Dr.  Adams  could  pos- 
sibly have  had  ?  But  I  will  not  insult  the  good  sense 
of  the  reader  by  farther  arguing  so  plain  a  case. 
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That  expressive  declaration  to  Mrs.  Jordan,  that  be- 
fore October  there  would  probably  be  no  Pay  son  Church, 
and  of  course  no  pastor,  was  frequently  sounding  in 
my  ears,  and  reminding  me  that  a  worse  time  was  com- 
ing. But  I  kept  as  calm  as  possible,  striving  to  follow 
the  good  advice  of  his  last  letter, — "to  maintain  a  hum- 
ble, quiet^  steady  course  of  labor  for  the  good  of  souls, 
and  leave  myself  to  God." 

Well,  I  pursued  this  course,  and  heard  nothing  more 
for  nearly  five  months.  I  began  once  more  to  hope  that 
after  so  long  a  calm,  Dr.  Adams  had,  at  last,  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  best  to  perpetuate  the  calm, 
and  not  stir  up  the  then  quiet  elements  into  another 
storm.  But  here  again  my  hopes  were  soon  blasted. 
On  the  first  day  of  September,  1846,  I  received  a  note 
from  a  friend  and  former  parishioner  of  mine  in  Exeter, 
informing  me  that  a  lady  whom  I  well  knew,  had  just 
returned  from  a  visit  to  an  aged  relative  residing  at 
Pittston,  Maine,  stating  that  while  there  she  read  two 
letters  written  by  Dr.  Adams,  making  inquiries  about 
my  moral  character.  She  repeated  from  memory  their 
contents  to  my-  Exeter  friend.  On  the  receipt  of  this 
note  I  went  immediately  to  Exeter,  and  after  taking 
advice,  it  was  thought  best  for  my  friend  to  go  to  Pitts- 
ton,  and  examine  further  into  the  matter,  and  report  the 
result  of  his  investigation  to  me.  Within  a  few  weeks 
I  received  from  him  the  following  statement :  — 

Exeter,  N.  H.,  October  5,  1846. 
I  hereby  certify  that  I  was  at  Pitt«ton,  in  the  county  of  Ken- 
nebec, and  State  of  Maine,  on  tlie  first  day  of  October,  this 
present  year,  and  that  1  then  called  upon  Mrs.  Jewett,  widow 
of  the  late  Enoch  Jewett,  formerly.of  said  Pittston,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  some  information  relative  to  a  correspondence 
which  I  understood  had  passed  between  her  and  the  Rev.  Nehe- 
miah  Adams  of  Boston,  relating  to  the  Rev.  J.  II.  Fairchild. 


LIFE   OP  REV.  J.  H.  FAIRCHILD.  145 

Mrs.  Jewett  informed  me  that  she  was  wholly  unacquainted 
with  Mr.  Adams ;  but  that  soon  af^er  her  return  from  a  visit  in 
Connecticut,  which  was  about  the  loth  of  June  hist,  she  re- 
ceived a  note  from  Mr.  Adams,  saying  that  he  wrote  her  by  the 
advice  of  a  mutual  friend,  for  information  relative  to  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Fairchild  and  a  Miss  P.  of  Connecticut.  lie 
stated  that  he  presumed  she  did  not  doubt  that  Mr.  Fairchild 
was  a  bad  man,  and  that  he  thought  it  a  duty  which  she  owed 
to  the  cause  of  Christ  to  expose  him.  He  promised  to  keep 
her  name  a  secret  if  she  would  communicate  all  she  knew  of 
him,  and  assured  her  that  no  harm  should  be  done  her. 

Mrs.  Jewett  says  she  replied  to  this  letter,  and  stat(;d  to  Mr. 
Adams  that  she  knew  Mr.  Fairchild  when  he  was  a  young  man 
keeping  school  in  Connecticut,  and  that  he  paid  some  attention 
to  a  Miss  P.  who  was  a  niece  of  hers,  and  that  she  was  one  of 
bis  scholars ;  but  that  she  never  heard  that  he  was  engaged  to 
her,  or  that  he  intended  to  marry  her,  and  that  she  never 
knew  or  heard  of  any  impropriety  on  the  part  of  either  of 
them,  and  that  the  character  of  both  of  them  stood  higli  and 
above  suspicion ;  or  in  words  to  that  effect.  She  said  she  also 
requested  Mr.  Adams  to  give  her  the  name  of  the  mutual 
friend  spoken  of  hy  him, 

Mrs.  Jewett  says  that  Mr.  Adams  replied  to  her  letter,  and 
that  he  stated  he  still  thou;;ht  she  knew  something;  against  Mr. 
Fairchild,  and  that  he  thought  it  her  duty  not  to  withhold  what 
■he  knew  about  him,  and  set  forth  some  reasons  (which  I  have 
now  forgotten)  why  she  ought  to  expose  him ;  but  he  did  not 
give  her  the  name  of  the  mutual  friend, 

Mrs.  Jewett  replied  to  this  letter,  as  she  says,  and  referred 
him  to  her  first  letter  as  containing  the  whole  truth  relative  to, 
all  she  ever  knew  or  heard  respecting  Mr.  Fairchild  and  Miss 
P. ;  and  here,  she  says,  the  correspondence  ceased. 

Mrs.  Jewett  stated  to  me  that  at  the  time  she  knew  Mr.  Fair- 
child,  she  should  think  he  was  about  twenty-two  years  of  age, 
and  that  he  was  unmarried,  —  that  she  never,  from  the  time 
she  first  saw  him  to  the  time  she  received  Mr.  Adams's  letter, 
beard  of  any  suspicion  or  rumor  of  any  impropriety,  either  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Fairchild  or  Miss  P.,  and  tliat  it'  there  had  been 
any  thing  of  the  kind,  she  should  certainly  have  known  it.  She 
also  8tat«Kl  thafMiss  P.  was  still  living,  and  that  her  character 
was  now,  as  it  ever  had  been,  above  reproach  or  suspicion. 
She  further  stated  that  Mr.  Adams  might  write  to  Connecticut 
for  information  respecting  them  for  five  hundred  years,  and  yet 
he  would  find  nothing  against  the  character  of  either.     She 
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appeared  to  be  surprised  that  a  mutual  friend  should  have  ever 
put  Mr.  Adams  upon  such  a  false  track,  and  she  exhibited  the 
greatest  anxiety  to  know  who  he  could  be. 

Isaac  L.  Folsosc. 

The  statements  of  my  friend  in  this  letter  were  after- 
wards fully  confirmed  by  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Jewett 
herself,  taken  in  the  form  of  deposition ;  a  few  of  her 
statements  in  answer  to  questions  proposed  to  her,  I 
will  here  insert 

"  1  knew  Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild  when  he  was  a  young 
man.  1  have  never  seen  him  since.  I  never  knew  or 
saw  Rev.  N.  Adams.  In  the  year  1846  I  received  a 
note  and  a  letter  signed  by  N.  Adams,  requesting 
information  of  what  I  knew  of  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild. 
My  reply  was,  that  I  knew  nothing  against  the  charac- 
ter of  Mr.  Faircliild.  Mr.  Adams  in  his  second  letter 
stated  he  thought  I  knew  something  against  Mr.  Fair- 
child,  and  thought  it  a  duty  that  I  should  make  it 
known  for  the  cause  of  Christ.  He  stated  that  it 
should  do  me  no  hann.  My  reply  was  that  I  had  noth- 
ing further  to  say  than  what  I  had  stated  before,  that  I 
knew  nothing  against  Mr.  Fairchild."  Mrs.  Jewett  was 
asked  in  heT  cross-examination  this  question :  "  Did  you 
ever  meet  the  said  Fairchild  in  company  with  the  said 
Miss  P.,  and  if  so,  how  often?"  Ans.  "I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  ever  being  where  they  were  both  present, 
except  at  some  religious  meeting.  I  never  heard  of 
any  impropriety  in  Mr.  Fairchild's  conduct  towards 
Miss  P. ;  nor  do  I  know  any  thing  against  his  moral 
character  in  connection  with  her  or  with  any  one  else." 
I  quote  thus  much  of  her  testimony  merely  to  confirm 
the  statements  of  Mr.  Folsom.  I  have  no  comments  to 
make  on  this  singular  transaction.  I  leave  that  to  Mr. 
CUfford. 
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On  the  16th  day  of  October  the  case  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Jordan  came  up  for  action  "before  the  church,  agreeably 
to  the  vote  of  the  meeting  in  March.  Dr.  Adams  was 
more  earnest  than  ever  in  his  opposition.  What  he 
bSLid  on  that  occasion  is  thus  testified  to  by  Mr.  Samuel 
W.  Lane,  a  member  oi  good  standing  in  Mr.  Adams's 
church.  "  At  that  meeting,"  says  Mr.  Lane,  "  Mr. 
Adams  stated  that  a  communication  had  come  to  his 
knowledge  made  by  one  man  to  another  on  shipboard, 
it  being  done  under  circumstances,  as  he  remarked, 
when  men  are  often  free  and  unreserved  in  their  inter- 
course. He  then  stated  that  if  this  matter  was  known 
to  the  church,  and  he  believed  it  would  soon  be  made 
public,  though  without  any  agency  on  his  part,  they 
would  believe  as  he  did,  that  there  was  more  guilt  rest- 
ing on  Mr.  Fairchild's  head,  than  on  the  head  of  any 
man  that  walks  the  streets  of  Boston,  or  words  to  that 
efTect.  Shortly  after  these  remarks  by  Mr.  Adams  the 
vote  was  taken,  and  the  letter  requested  by  Mr.  Jordan 
was  refused."  I  have  before  me  tlie  testimony  of 
another  member  to  the  same  effect. 

These  statements  of  Dr.  Adams  before  his  church 
soon  came  to  my  knowledge,  and  I  deemed  it  a  Chris 
tian  duty  to  write  to  him  the  subjoined  note, 

Boston,  October  22,  1846. 

To  Rev.  N.  Adams:  — 

Sir,  —  i  have  been  credibly  informed  tliat  in  your  church 
meeting  on  Friday  evening  tlie  IGth  inst.  you  publicly  said  that 
there  was  more  guilt  resting  on  my  liead,  than  on  the  head  of  any 
man  who  walks  the  streets  of  Boston,  or  words  to  that  effect. 
Daty  to  myself,  to  my  family,  to  my  church,  and  to  the  minis- 
try forbids  me  to  let  this  matter  pass  unnoticed.  Several  ways 
of  noticing  it  liave  been  suggested  to  me.  But  my  only  anxiety 
has  been  to  take  that  course  which  is  most  in  accordance  with 
the  spirit  of  the  gospel,  and  mo»t  likely  to  me(a  the  approbation 
of  heaven  and  of  all  good  men.     I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
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that  my  first  duty  is  to  address  to  you  this  private  note,  that  it 
may  fully  appear,  in  the  event  of  an  appeal  to  the  public,  that  I 
did  not  proceed  hastily,  or  without  due  regard  to  Christian  cour« 
tesy  and  the  rules  of  the  gospel. 

I  must  say  to  you  that  I  consider  the  attack  which  you  made 
on  me  in  the  presence  of  your  church  as  wholly  unjustiiiable 
and  grossly  slanderous.  Had  you  any  civil  or  ecclesiastical 
right  thus  to  attack  me  ?  Was  it  Christianly  thus  to  assail  a 
man  in  his  absence,  with  no  opportunity  to  defend  himself? 
Suppose  any  other  pastor  in  Bodton  had  made  the  same  attack 
on  your  character  in  the  presence  of  his  church ;  would  you 
not  have  deemed  it  a  gross  outrage  upon  your  rights  and  privi- 
leges ?  Could  he  have  done  it  with  impunity  ?  And  yet  he 
would  not  have  committed  a  greater  impropriety  than  you  have 
done.  I  am  as  truly  under  the  protection  of  the  laws  of  the 
land  and  the  rules  of  the  church,  as  you  would  be  in  the  case 
supposed.  I  am  as  truly  the  pastor  of  a  Congregational  church, 
in  every  legal  and  ecclesiastical  sense,  as  yourself. 

I  have  been  told  also  that,  in  your  church  meeting,  you  gave 
the  members  to  understand  that  you  had  seen  a  letter  giving  an 
account  of  some  awful  disclosures  about  me  which  one  fellow- 
passenger  had  made  to  another  on  board  some  ship  at  sea. 
Why  did  you  not  state  to  them  that  the  letter  was  shown  you 
by  Deacon  Drake,  and  written  by  Mr.  Patton,  formerly  of 
South  Boston,  but  now  of  Hartford,  —  two  men  who  have  done 
their  utmost  to  crush  and  destroy  me.  Why  did  you  not  state 
also  that  the  gentleman  who  is  said  to  have  made  the  disclosures 
on  shipboard,  is  now  at  his  home  in  Boston,  within  ten  minutes' 
walk  of  your  own  house,  and  request  the  church  to  appoint  a 
committee  to  call  on  the  gentleman  and  ascertain  the  facts  in 
the  ciuse  ?  Did  you  not  know  that  you  were  then  reviving  an 
old  story  which  had  been  proved  to  be  false  and  slanderous, 
years  ago  ? 

But  what  surprised  me  most  of  all  was  the  misrepresentation 
which  you  gave  in  your  church  meeting  as  to  the  cause  which 
delayed  the  referees  till  a  late  hour  at  night,  in  making  up  their 
result.  Did  you  not  know  tliat  the  referees  would  contradict 
you  ?  Had  you  forgotten  that  your  only  trouble  was  to  deter- 
mine what  ought  to  be  done  with  the  deacons?  One  of  the 
referees  has  given  me  an  account  of  what  took  place  that  night, 
and  particularly  of  what  you  said  and  did.  The  time  may  come 
when  the  whole  of  your  doings  on  that  occasion  will  be  brought 
to  light. 

When  I  took  up  my  pen,  I  did  not  intend  to  go  so  much  into 
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a  detail  of  the  matters  to  which  allusion  has  hccn  made,  ah  I 
have  done.  But  I  do  not  see  how  I  could  have  said  less,  if  I 
8i>oke  at  all. 

You  well  know  that  we  are  ministers  of  the  gospel  and  pas- 
tors of  churches,  —  that  we  profess  and  teach  a  religion  which 
inculcates  peace,  charity,  forbearance,  and  forgiveness,  —  and 
that  we  ought  to  be  very  cautious  how  we  say  or  do  any  thing 
to  wound  that  cause  which  we  are  sacredly  bound  to  love  and 
cherish.  With  this  object  in  view,  I  hereby  request  you  to  take 
bock  what  you  said  in  your  church  meeting  derogatory  to  my 
diaracter,  in  the  same  public  manner  in  which  you  uttered  it, 
and  to  give  letters  in  the  usual  form  to  those  members  of  your 
church  in  good  standing,  who  may  wish  to  join  the  Pay  son 
Church.  If  you  comply  with  this  request,  and  henceforth  treat 
me  and  my  church  with  Christian  kuidness  and  courtesy,  all  past 
difficulties  between  us  may  be  regarded  as  settled.  But  if  not, 
the  first  step  which  my  church  will  probably  take,  will  be  to 
request  of  me  the  correspondence  which  has  passed  between 
jou  and  me  that  they  may  publish  it,  —  a  request  which  I  shall 
grant.  In  addition  to  this,  they  will  publish  the  contents  of 
▼our  two  letters  recently  addressed  to  Mrs.  J.  of  Pittston, 
Maine,  and  of  her  replies. 

A  reasonable  time  will  be  allowed  you  to  consider  and  act 
in  reference  to  this  matter. 

J.  H.  Faiuchild. 

A  few  days  after  this  I  received  the  following  note 
from  Mr.  Adams  :  — 

Mr.  Faircuild,  —  I  received  a  communication  from  you 
through  the  post-office  on  Saturday  afternoon.  I  did  not  open 
It ;  and  it  remains  to  this  moment  unopened.  You  will  remem- 
ber that  in  replying  to  a  previous  communication  from  you,  I 
said  that  I  would  not  consent  to  be  addressed  by  you  again  in 
the  same  manner,  and  requested,  if  you  had  any  further  com- 
munication to  make  to  me,  that  you  would  inform  me,  in  a  brief 
note,  as  to  the  purport  of  it.  On  receiving  another  communi- 
cation from  you  without  such  an  explanatory  note,  my  iirst 
intention  was  to  return  it  immediately.  One  consideration  only 
has  prevented  me.  I  am  not  sure  that  some  anticipations 
which  you  may  possibly  have  formed,  may  not  have  changed 
the  tone  of  your  feelings.  If  so,  I  would  not  even  seem  to 
repulse  you,  but  would  show  myself  ready  to  repeat  my  former 
•di  of  good-will  towards  you.    I  shall  therefore  wait  to  hear 
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from  you,  in  the  manner  already  indicated,  before  I  read  your 
present  communication.  I  will  only  add,  that  recent  develop- 
ments within  my  knowledge  have  rendered  any  further  discus* 
sion  of  your  case  by  you,  in  the  last  degree  superfluous. 

N.  Adams. 

In  reply  to  this,  I  sent  the  following  note :  — 

Boston,  October  29, 1846. 
To  Rev.  N.  Adams  :  — 

Sir,  —  My  letter,  which  you  say  remains  unopened,  contains 
no  confessions  or  concessions.  I  was  advised  by  judicious  and 
intelligent  clergymen  and  laymen  to  send  it  to  you,  not  so  much 
for  my  own  sake  as  yours.  You  refer  me  to  a  former  letter  of 
yours,  in  which  you  requested  me,  if  I  had  any  further  commu- 
nication to  make  to  you,  to  inform  you  in  a  brief  note,  as  to  the 
purport  of  it.  Since  you  made  that  request  I  wrote  you  a  letter 
without  any  note  informing  you  of  its  purport.  That  letter  has 
never  been  returned.  The  presumption  therefore  is,  that  you 
opened  and  read  it.  But  perhaps  my  last  letter  remains  un- 
opened because  of  the  "  recent  developments  which  have  come 
to  your  knowledge."  I  have  only  to  say  that  my  chief  object  in 
writing  you  the  letter  was  to  inform  you,  in  a  kind  and  Chris- 
tian manner,  of  some  "  recent  developments  which  have  come 
to  my  knowledge"  with  regard  to  your  conduct  towards  me, 
that  you  might  not  have  occasion  to  say  hereafter  tliat  I  had 
not  treated  you  as  the  gospel  directs. 

I  have  now  done  my  duty;  and  I  hereby  request  you  to 
return  that  letter  unopened  by  my  son  who  is  the  bearer  of  this, 
if  it  so  please  you.  My  church  will  soon  attend  to  the  matter 
in  such  a  way  as  duty  may  seem  to  require. 

Yours,  etc.  J.  H.  Faibchild. 

Mr.  Adams  refused  to  give  up  the  letter  to  my  son, 
as  I  requested ;  hence  the  presumption  is,  that  he  has 
since  opened  and  read  it. 

Perhaps  I  shall  have  no  better  opportunity  than  this 
to  explain  the  statement  which  Dr.  Adams  made  to  his 
church  respecting  the  doings  of  the  referees  who  sat  on 
my  case  in  South  Boston  in  May,  1844,  and  whose 
result  I  have  given  in  the  early  part  of  my  book, 
exculpating  me  from  all  blame.     Those  referees,  as  I 
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then  stated,  were  in  session  till  nearly  midnight.  Dr. 
Adams  represents  that  in  making  up  their  result,  they 
hesitated  about  acquitting  me  till  half  past  11  o'clock 
at  night  Now,  Colonel  Thomas  M.  Vinson,  one  of 
the  referees,  gave  me  a  very  difi'ercnt  reason  for  their 
detention  till  that  late  hour.  He  informed  me  that 
Mr.  Adams  had  previously  drawn  up  their  result,  in 
which  he  censured  the  South  Boston  deacons  with 
great  severity,  and  advised  the  Phillips  Church  to  disci- 
pline them  ;  and  if  they  refused,  he  proposed  to  call  on 
the  sister  churches  to  withdraw  fellowship  from  that 
cbarch.*  The  colonel  informed  me  that  while  Mr. 
Adams  was  for  censuring  the  deacons  then^  the  majority 
of  the  referees  objected,  on  the  ground  that  the  deacons 
were  not  on  trial,  and  that  my  acquittal  would,  by 
implication  at  least,  be  a  severe  rebuke  upon  them; 
and  that  if  the  deacons  did  not  henceforth  let  me  alone, 
quietly  to  pursue  my  labors  at  Exeter,  they  would  then 
publish  to  the  world  what  their  views  were  of  the 
conduct  of  those  men  in  their  treatment  of  me.  This 
counsel  prevailed;  and  the  offensive  parts  of  Mr. 
Adams's  draft  of  the  result  were  erased.  The  colonel 
further  told  me,  (and  he  said  the  same  on  the  stand  in 
court,)  that  as  soon  as  the  referees  went  into  secret 
session,  Mr.  Adams  was  the  first  to  speak,  and  that  he 
said,  "  Now  in  all  this  there  is  nothing  against  Brother 
Fairchild:  there  is  not  even  the  shadow  of  a  shade 
against  him."  And  yet,  two  years  afterwards,  as  I  was 
informed,  he  represented  to  his  church,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent them  from  recommending  members  to  my  church, 
that  the  referees  were  greatly  troubled  about  my  moral 
character,  and  that  their  hesitation  about  clearing  me, 
kept  them  up  to  deliberate  till  near  midnight.  The 
Bev.  Hubbard  Winslow,  another  member  of  that  board 
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of  reference,  testified  in  court  as  follows :  "  I  was  one 
of  the  referees  to  whom  were  submitted  the  charges 
against  Mr.  Fairchild  -before  the  Davidson  affair  came 
up.  Mr.  Dana  was  the  only  one  who  hesitated  about 
giving  Mr.  Fairchild  an  unqualified  acquittal,  on  the 
ground,  as  I  understood,  of  there  having  been  some- 
thing in  his  conduct  a  little  indiscreet.  There  were  two 
points,  which  we  had  occasion  to  consider,  which  caused 
a  little  delay  in  making  up  the  award.  One  was  a 
part  of  the  report  which  Dr.  Adams  had  drawn  up 
rebuking  or  chastising  the  deacons.  The  other,  about 
Mr.  Fairchild's  indiscretion,  was  very  soon  disposed  ofl 
The  one  about  the  deacons  detained  us  some  time. 
There  was  a  perfect  unanimity  among  the  referees  that 
there  was  no  moral  guilt  in  Mr.  Fairchild;  that  his 
motives  were  pure  and  good." 

The  Rev.  Dr.  Burgess,  of  Dedham,  states,  that  soon 
after  the  Davidson  story  was  circulated,  he  had  an 
interview  with  Dr.  Adams,  and  asked  him  how  this  last 
story  affected  his  mind  with  regard  to  the  matter  about 
which  he  and  others  had  just  sat  in  judgment,  and  had 
given  me  a  certificate  fully  exonerating  me  from  all 
blame.  He  assured  Dr.  Burgess  that  the  last  charge 
brought  against  me  did  not  alter  his  views  respecting 
the  first,  —  that  "every  tiling  was  then  patiently,  thor- 
oughly, and  conscientiously  investigated,  and  if  we 
were  to  go  over  the  same  ground  again,  we  should 
come  to  the  same  result."  But  on  the  16th  day  of 
October,  1846,  that  matter  which  was  then  so  clear  as 
not  to  admit  "  the  shadow  of  a  shade,"  was  now  so 
dark  and  suspicious,  as  to  fill  his  mind  with  strong 
doubts  as  to  mv  innocence ! 
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CHAPTER   XIV. 

I  AM  now  entering  on  that  part  of  my  story  which  is 
to  develop  such  instances  of  depravity  and  reckless 
wickedness,  as  I  think  are  rarely  to  be  found  in  any 
history,  sacred  or  profane.  I  refer  to  tlie  story  so  in- 
dustriously circulated  by  Dr.  Adams  and  Deacon 
Drake,  of  my  having  once  contracted  by  my  vicious 
habits  an  infamous  disease.  I  will  state  the  facts  of 
the  case  with  as  much  brevity,  and  at  the  same  time 
with  as  much  delicacy,  as  the  nature  of  the  circum- 
stances will  permit  I  shall  make  few  comments  as  I 
go  along,  because  the  reader  will  find  that  portion  of 
these  "  remarkable  incidents  "  stated  and  commented  on 
in  Mr.  Clifford's  argument,  with  all  the  clearness  of  the 
light  of  noon.  But  in  order  that  I  may  do  justice  to 
all  concerned,  in  what  I  am  about  to  state,  I  must  go 
back  a  moment  to  the  council  at  Exeter.  The  first 
time  I  heard  of  the  story  was  soon  after  the  council  had 
adjourned.  As  it  was  reported  to  have  come  from  my 
femily  physician,  I  could  bring  nothing  to  my  recollec- 
tion as  to  any  disease  I  had  ever  had,  which  could 
claim  "  even  the  shadow  of  a  shade "  of  truth  for  its 
foundation.  At  length  it  occurred  to  Mrs.  Fairchild 
that  in  1833  I  had  an  inflammation  in  my  urinary 
organs,  and  that  my  enemies  had  probably  originated 
the  story  from  a  recollection  of  that  circumstance.  As 
Dr.  Greorge  Hayward  was  my  only  physician  while  I 
resided  in  Boston,  and  as  she  was  going  to  the  city  the 
next  day,  I  determined  at  once  to  send  a  note  by  her  to 
the  doctor.  She  called  with  my  note,  bearing  date 
August  29, 1844,  and  on  reading  it^  the  doctor  stated 
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to  her,  —  and  the  same  in  substance  in  a  note  to  me, — 
that,  on  the  evening  of  the  day  when  the  news  fir:=«t 
reached  Boston  that  I  had  committed  suicide,  he  had 
met  some  six  or  eight  gentlemen  at  a  medical  club, 
and  that  there  the  subject  became,  for  a  short  time,  the 
topic  of  conversation.  He  expressed  his  surprise  at  the 
melancholy  intelligence,  as  he  had  been  my  family 
physician  for  many  years,  and  had  ever  regarded  me  as 
a  pure-minded  man.  On  hearing  this  statement,  one  of 
the  gentlemen  present  remarked  to  him  that  he  had  doubtr 
less  been  deceived  with  regard  to  my  moral  character, 
and  that  there  was  no  doubt  but  that  I  had  been  a  man 
of  licentious  practices  for  a  series  of  years,  and  that 
now  the  evidence  of  my  guilt  was  so  plain  that  I  could 
not  get  rid  of  it,  and  therefore  I  had  confessed  it  by  my 
rash  act.  Dr.  Hayward  was  greatly  astonished  at  this 
intelligence ;  and  under  the  excitement  of  the  moment 
made  a  remark  like  this :  "  If  such  were  his  character 
and  habits,  then  I  probably  made  a  mistake  when  I 
attended  him  some  years  ago  for  inflammation."  This 
led  to  another  note  from  me,  and  another  in  reply  from 
him,  all  of  which  were  published  to  the  world  years 
ago.  And  soon  after  the  publication  of  this  correspon- 
dence, I  received  letters  from  physicians  in  diflferent 
parts  of  the  Commonwealth,  entire  strangers  to  me, 
naming  several  medical  "WTiters  of  high  authority,  re- 
questing me  to  direct  the  attention  of  my  lawyer  to 
those  writers  when  my  suit  against  Dr.  Adams  came  on 
for  trial,  assuring  me  that  those  authors  would  show 
very  clearly  to  the  court  that  my  disease,  according  to 
the  statements  of  Dr.  Hayward,  was  very  common 
among  males  and  females  of  the  most  virtuous  habits, 
and  not  infrequent  among  children. 

But  thi?  «tory,  as  was  very  natural,  occasioned  at  the 
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time  among  my  friends  a  good  deal  of  anxiety  and  in- 
quiry. Many  gentlemen  speedily  called  on  the  Doctor, 
to  ascertain  from  him  the  facts  in  the  case.  Among 
the  number  who  called  were  Rev.  Dr.  Dana,  Rev.  Hub- 
bard Winslow,  and  Rev.  Louis  Dwight.  These  gentle- 
men were  entirely  satisfied  that  the  report  had  no  foun- 
dation in  truth,  and  that  my  disease  was  not  disreputa- 
ble. At  least  Dr.  Hay  ward  says  they  assured  him  they 
were,  and  Messrs.  Winslow  and  Dwight  stated  to  me 
their  interview  with  the  Doctor,  and  that  their  minds 
were  wholly  relieved  from  every  suspicion  of  guilt 
And  I  never  heard  but  that  everybody  was  satisfied  at 
that  time.  I  was  told  tl^at  the  matter  was  up  in  the 
weekly  meeting  of  the  pastors  in  Boston,  and  that  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Rogers  stated  to  the  brethren  that  he  had 
made  inquiry,  and  was  convinced  of  iny  innocence. 
Ail  this  was  know^n  to  Dr.  Adams.  He  was  doubtless 
aware  of  this  report  when  at  the  Exeter  council,  and 
then  gave  no  credit  to  it.  That  w^as  in  the  summer  of 
1844.  But  in  October,  1846,  this  old  story  was  newly 
▼amped  up,  and  Dr.  Adams  received  it  into  willing  ears, 
doubtless  because  he  could  use  it  to  great  advantage 
before  his  church  meeting,  then  near  at  hand,  and  ac- 
complish by  it  what  he  had  vainly  attempted  to  accom- 
plish by  his  correspondence  with  Mrs.  Jewett.  He  had 
asserted  that  before  the  church  should  meet  in  October 
to  take  action  on  the  case  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Jordan, 
some  awful  disclosures  would  come  out  from  "  down 
east,"  which  would  annihilate  me  and  my  church.  But 
afl  that  effort  proved  abortive,  I  do  not  know  what  Dr. 
Adams  would  have  done  to  prevent  the  church  from 
granting  the  request  of  those  applicants  for  a  lett(T,  had 
it  not  been  for  the  news  which  had  just  reached  him, 
eoming  from  on  shipboard,  under  circumstances,  as  he 
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stated  to  his  church,  "when  men  are  often  free  and  un- 
reserved in  their  intercourse."  One  of  the  brethren,  on 
hearing  this  statement  in  the  presence  of  the  church, 
remarked  to  me  that  he  supposed  Dr.  Adams  had  refer- 
ence to  two  sailors  who  had  got  together  in  the  caboose, 
and  were  there  whiling  away  their  time  in  spinning  out 
their  long  yarns  over  my  late  trial  in  Boston,  the  one 
telling  the  other  what  wonderful  things  he  knew  about 
the  matter,  and  that  I  had  escaped  conviction  by  the 
jury,  simply  because  he  was  not  there  to  testify.  But 
the  resuscitation  of  that  story,  which  had  been  dead 
and  buried  for  two  years,  came  quite  opportunely  to 
help  him  out  of  his  embarrassment.  The  circumstances 
which  revived  this  old  story  were  these :  In  the  summer 
of  1846,  Dr.  HayAvard  visited  Europe,  and  on  his  return 
found  himself  a  fellow-passenger  in  one  of  the  British 
steamers  with  Rev.  Dr.  Patton  of  New  York,  the  father 
of  Rev.  William  W.  Patton,  who  had  succeeded  me  as 
pastor  of  the  Phillips  Church.  This  led  to  inquiries 
about  me  in  relation  to  my  trial  before  the  civil  court. 
In  the  course  of  this  conversation.  Dr.  Hayward  stated 
to  Dr.  Patton  that  he  himself  came  very  near  being 
involved  in  that  controversy;  and  then  mentioned  to 
him  the  circumstances  of  his  attendance  on  me  in 
1833,  as  I  have  already  detailed  them.  On  his  return 
to  New  York,  Dr.  Patton  communicates  to  his  son 
William,  who  had  previously  imbibed  all  the  prejudices 
of  Dr.  Adams  and  Deacon  Drake  against  me,  and  who 
had  attended  my  trial  in  court,  manifesting  the  deepest 
anxiety  lest  I  should  escape  conviction,  —  Dr.  Patton,  I 
say,  while  his  son  was  in  this  state  of  mind,  communi- 
cates to  him  what  had  passed  between  himself  and 
Dr.  Hayward  on  shipboard.  And  William,  highly 
pleased  with  this,  to  him,  good  news,  forthwith  writes 
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to  Deacon  Drake,  giving  him,  professedly,  a  detailed 
account  of  what  his  father  had  just  stated  to  him. 
This  letter  was  dated  Monday,  October  12,  1846,  and 
the  meeting  of  Dr.  Adams's  church  to  act  on  Mr.  Jor- 
dan's application  was  to  be  held  on  the  Friday  follow- 
ing. I  presume  no  one  will  doubt  but  that  he  regarded 
the  receipt  of  this  letter  just  at  that  time,  as  a  "  special 
providence."  Instead  of  going  with  it  directly  to  Dr. 
Hayward.  as  it  seems  to  me  any  man  would  have  done 
who  was  in  search  after  truth,  and  getting  him  to  con- 
fiim  it,  he  states  to  his  church  on  Friday  evening  that 
he  had  just  received  a  communication  coming  from  a 
most  respectable  source,  giving  such  an  account  of  my 
moral  character  as  would  make  them  believe  as  he  did, 
that  I  was  the  wickedest  man  that  walks  the  streets  of 
Boston ;  and  though  he  was  not  permitted  to  tell  them 
what  it  was,  or  from  whom  it  came,  yet  it  would  doubt- 
less soon  be  published,  though  not  by  any  agency  of 
his,  and  then  they  would  have  no  more  trouble  by  their 
members  requesting  to  be  recommended  to  my  pastoral 
care.  That  statement  of  Dr.  Adams  produced  the  de- 
signed effect.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Jordan's  request  was 
refused. 

The  contents  of  Mr.  Patton's  letter  were  so  exhilarat- 
ing to  Deacon  Drake  that  he  could  not  be  contented 
with  simply  showing  it  to  Dr.  Adams,  but  to  many 
others,  especially  to  some  who  had  hitherto  been  my 
warm  friends,  and  had  sympathized  with  me  in  all  my 
troubles.  One  day  a  friend  of  mine  entered  the  bank 
of  which  Deacon  Drake  was  cashier,  and  he  handed 
the  letter  to  him  to  read.  He  stepped  into  an  adjoin- 
ing room  for  that  purpose,  and  before  he  had  finished 
reading  it,  a  gentleman  called  to  see  him  on  some  busi- 
whicb  they  were  to  meet  there  to  settle  at  that 
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hour  by  previous  appointment.  Not  having  got  through 
with  the  letter,  my  friend  asked  the  deacon's  permis- 
sion to  take  it  away  with  him,  on  his  promise  to  return 
it  soon.  This  was  readily  granted.  He  put  it  into  his 
pocket  among  some  other  papers  relating  to  business 
transactions,  —  which  papers  he  soon  had  occasion  to 
pass  over  into  the  hands  of  a  gentleman  to  whom  they 
belonged,  forgetting  that  the  deacon's  letter  was 
among  them.  This  gentleman  on  reaching  home 
and  examining  his  papers,  found  among  them  Mr.  Pat- 
ton's  letter.  He  being  a  member  of  Dr.  Adams's  church 
at  that  time,  and  having  heard  about  the  dis^elosures 
soon  to  come  from  on  shipboard,  perceived  at  once  that 
he  had  in  his  hands  the  very  communication  to  which 
Dr.  Adams  referred  in  the  late  church  meeting.  He  im- 
mediately made  up  his  mind  that  duty  required  him  to 
copy  it  and  put  it  into  my  hands ;  and  at  a  late  hour 
of  the  night  the  work  was  done.  The  next  morning  he 
called  at  the  bank,  and  gave  the  original  to  the  deacon, 
and  passed  directly  over  to  my  house  and  put  the  copy 
into  my  hands,  and  with  it  a  five  dollar  bill.  I  wiU 
here  quote  a  few  sentences  from  that  letter,  and  only  a 
few,  as  I  shall  soon  have  occasion  to  recur  to  it  again. 
Mr.  Patton  says  to  the  deacon,  "  Will  you  please  show 
this  letter  to  Rev.  Nehemiah  Adams,  as  it  will  save  me 
the  trouble  of  writing  to  him."  The  gentleman  who 
gave  me  the  letter  says  that  over  the  name  of  Mr. 
Adams  there  was  pasted  a  piece  of  paper ;  but  by  hold- 
ing it  up  to  the  light,  he  could  distinctly  read  the  name. 
What  the  motive  of  Dr.  Adams  could  have  been  in 
causing  his  name  to  be  thus  concealed,  I  will  not  under- 
take to  determine.  But  I  think  that  every  honorable 
reader  will  agree  with  me  in  saying  that  he  ougM  to 
have  concealed  it  from  very  shame  in  having  his  name 
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BO  conspicuous  as  one  of  such  a  trio,  engaged  in  a  work 
so  ungracious  and  degrading  as  to  make  any  man 
ashamed  who  made  the  least  pretensions  to  decency  or 
humanity.  One  more  paragraph  from  Mr.  Patton's 
letter  to  the  deacon :  "  I  thought  these  things  would 
interest  you,  and  might,  sonie  way^  be  put  to  use.  We 
mast  not  despair.  God  will  yet  bring  out  the  truth 
about  Mr.  Fairchild,  and  his  almost  unparalleled  guilt 
will  be  exposed." 


CHAPTER  XV. 

At  the  time  of  the  receipt  of  this  letter,  the  corre- 
spondence between  Dr.  Adams  and  myself  was  in  press, 
and  soon  to  be  issued.  As  we  had  previously  heard 
about  this  letter,  my  committee  had  inserted  in  tlie  text 
of  the  correspondence  a  call  for  its  publication.  The 
call  was  expressed  in  these  words :  — 

We  hereby  give  a^urance  to  Mr.  Adams  and  Deacon  Drake 
that  no  civil  prosecution  shall  be  commenced  against  them  for 
publishing  it,  nor  against  its  author.  AVe  desire  its  publication, 
that  Dr.  Ilayward  may  have  a  suitable  opportunity  of  telling 
the  world  the  whole  truth  about  the  matter,  that  he  may  tlius 
nail  the  story,  as  base  coin,  to  the  counter,  and  show  up  the 
men  who  have  been  engaged  in  the  disgraceful  business  of  giv- 
ing it  circulation. 

On  reading  this  challenge  to  publish  Mr.  Patton's 
letter,  Dr.  Adams  and  Deacon  Drake  felt  that  something 
TDOst  be  done.  And  so  Dr.  Adams  copies  that  part  of 
the  letter  which,  if  true,  would  rain  me,  and  takes  it  to 
Sr.  Hayward  for  his  sanction.     And  here  I  will  quote 
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what  the  doctor  says  about  that  matter  in  his  depoai* 
tion.  In  answer  to  a  question  proposed  to  hinx  by  my 
counsel  he  says,  "  Rev.  Nehemiah  Adams  brought  a 
letter  to  my  study,  and  asked  me  whether  it  contained  a 
true  statement.  I  told  him  it  did  not.  Either  at  that 
interview  or  at  another  which  took  place  about  the  same 
time,  I  showed  him  copies  of  two  letters  which  I  had 
written  to  Mr.  FairchUd,  and  told  him  that  thet/  con- 
tained the  facts.  He  asked  me  for  copies  of  them, 
which  I  declined  giving.  I  took  the  letter  which  he 
showed  me  and  looked  it  over,  and  as  I  did  so,  taking 
my  pencil  I  emsed  and  struck  out  in  various  places,  re- 
marking as  I  did  so  *  this  is  not  correct,'  *  nor  this,'  and 
so  on,  until  I  had  made  what  alterations  I  deemed  nec^ 
essary.  The  letter  as  altered,  I  think  is  correct  enough, 
so  far  as  it  goes.  It  does  not  contain  the  whole.  I 
mean  it  is  correct  so  far  as  it  contains  any  facts  in  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Fairchild."  This  letter  thus  corrected,  con- 
tained nothing  implicating  my  moral  character.  And 
yet  Dr.  Adams  and  Deacon  Drake  afterwards  used  that 
letter  repeatedly  and  publicly  to  blast  my  reputation 
without  regard  to  the  doctor's  corrections,  and  at  the 
same  time  referring  to  Dr.  Hayward  as  the  only  compe- 
tent witness  in  the  case !  But  more  of  this  by  and  by. 
On  the  19th  day  of  November,  1846,  Deacon  Drake 
wrote  a  letter  to  Rev.  Dr.  Sheldon  of  Easton.  The 
deacon  was  born  somewhere  in  that  region.  He  had 
relatives  and  friends  attending  on  the  ministry  of  Dr. 
Sheldon.  The  doctor  was  well  and  favorably  known  in 
all  the  neighboring  towns.  He  was  a  member  of  the 
council  that  installed  me  over  my  present  church,  and 
made  the  introductory  prayer.  And  moreover,  he  had 
exchanged  pulpits  with  me.  It  was  therefore  vastly  im- 
portant to  Deacon  Drake  that  he  should  enlighten  the 
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mind  of  Dr.  Sheldon  on  the  subject  of  my  gross  moral 
delinquencies,  well  knowing  the  unenviable  position  in 
which  he  must  stand  in  that  community,  unless  he 
could  change  the  views  of  the  doctor  respecting  me.  And 
80  he  writes  him  a  letter,  just  one  year  after  my  installa- 
tion, a  part  of  which  I  will  here  subjoin :  — 

Boston,  November  19,  1846. 

Bey.  Ih  Sheldon  :  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  The  deep  interest  with  which  I  have  listened  to 
TOur  preaching,  and  the  approbation  which  I  have  heard  my 
beloved  uncle  Bethuel  Drake  express  of  you  as  a  devoted  pas- 
tor, induce  me  to  hope  and  believe  you  would  not  knowingly  in- 
flict a  lasting  stigma  upon  the  cause  of  Christ  by  sustiiining  in 
the  ministry  an  impure  and  corrupt  man.  True  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  conceive  it  possible  that  a  regard  for  the  glory  of  God 
would  have  induced  you  to  assist  in  installing  a  man  who  had 
been  expelled  by  the  Association  to  which  he  belonged,  and 
against  whose  installation  the  ministers  in  the  vicinity  who 
knew  him  best,  protested ;  but  what  is  impossible  to  me  I  am 
willing  to  believe  is  possible  to  you,  until  I  have  positive  evi- 
dence to  the  contrary.  A  short  time  since  I  received  a  letter 
from  Rev.  William  W.  Fatten,  my  late  beloved  pastor,  now  set- 
tled in  Hartford,  Conn.,  —  an  extract  from  which  I  forward  you, 
as  it  goes  to  establish  a  fact,  which,  although  not  new  to  me, 
may  be  so  to  you.  The  father  mentioned,  I  would  remark,  is 
Rev.  Dr.  Fatten  of  New  York  city.  Some  part  of  the  extract 
has  not  reference  to  the  fact,  but  goes  to  show  that  the  informa- 
tion was  altogether  unsolicited  on  my  part. 

The  deacon  then  goes  on  to  insert  the  extract,  which 
it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  copy.  He  closes  his  com- 
munication to  Dr.  Sheldon  in  these  words :  — 

When  I  received  the  letter  from  Mr.  Fatten,  I  put  it  into  the 
hands  of  a  gentleman  in  this  city  whose  word  will  not  be  ques- 
tioned, and  did  not  see  it  again  until  measures  had  been  taken 
to  ascertain  both  from  Dr.  Fatten  and  Dr.  Hayward  that  the 
&cts  justified  all  that  was  i^aid  in  the  letter.  It  has  also  been 
ascertained  that  Mr.  Fairchild  ascertained  before  he  published 
his  book,  by  corresponding  with  Dr.  Hayward,  that  he  said  he 
cored  him  of  that  disease,  and  that  he  would  not  recall  the  as- 

14* 
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Bertion.  Keeping  this  fact  in  mind,  if  you  will  read  what  Mrt 
Fairchild  Itas  written  in  his  book  respecting  his  having  the  dis- 
order, and  can  still  believe  him  an  honest  man,  it  will  be  useless 
to  adduce  further  evidence.  I  ask  no  one  to  believe  my  testi- 
mony, but  am  ready  to  produce  proof  when  required.  I  have 
written  you  for  two  reasons.  1.  To  justify  myself  from  the 
grave  cliarge  of  slander  which  Mr.  Fairchild  has  preferred 
against  me.  2.  That  if  you  choose  to  sustain  Mr.  Fairchild^ 
you  may  not  do  it  ignorantly. 

Yours,  with  much  respect, 

Jeremy  Drake. 

This  letter,  unsealed,  was  handed  by  Deacon  Drake 
to  one  of  the  leading  and  most  influential  members  of 
the  church  in  Easton,  with  the  request  that  he  would 
read  it,  and  then  seal  and  forward  it  to  Dr.  Sheldon. 
He  did  so ;  and  the  result  was  that  the  doctor  soon  ex- 
changed with  me  a  second  time,  and  sent  me  by  mail 
the  deacon's  letter. 

The  gentleman  here  spoken  of,  "  whose  word  will  not 
be  questioned  by  any  man,"  was  Dr.  Adams,  as  the 
deacon  admitted  in  court.  I  wish  the  reader  to  take 
particular  notice  here  that  the  deacon's  letter  is  dated 
the  19th  of  November,  and  that  he  says  it  had  then  been 
ascertained  from  Dr.  Hayward  by  Dr.  Adams  that  the 
factii  therein  stated,  were  true.  And  yet  Dr.  Hayward 
testifies  that  when  Dr.  Adams  brought  him  that  letter, 
he  had  erased  and  struck  out  certain  parts  of  it,  as  I 
have  just  mentioned,  —  the  only  parts  which,  by  being 
retained,  could  do  me  any  harm.  But  here  is  the  letter 
sent  to  Dr.  Sheldon  just  as  the  deacon  received  it  from 
Mr.  Patton,  without  any  regard  to  Dr.  Hayward's  cor- 
rections ;  nay,  asserting  that  the  doctor  had  seen  and 
confitmcd  the  whole !  And  yet  the  deacon  says  he  sent 
the  letter  for  two  very  commendable  reasons,  (if  they 
were  only  true,)  with  which  he  closes  his  letter. 

On  the  15th  day  of  February,  1847,  there  was  issued 
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Awn  the  press  of  Messrs.  Jordan  &  Wiley  of  this  city, 
a  pamphlet  with  the  following  titJe :  "  Tiie  Medical  Fact 
iM  Mr.  FairchiliPs  case  in  answer  to  a  call  for  it  by  the  com- 
miitee  of  his  churchJ^  This  pamphlet  was  signed  "Jere- 
my Drake,"  who,  of  course,  became  responsible  for  its 
publication.  The  deacon  says  he  published  it  in  answer 
to  a  call  for  it  by  the  committee  of  my  church.  Now 
the  committee  of  my  church  had  never  made  any  such 
call,  as  the  reader  will  see  by  turning  back  to  the  express 
words  of  the  call.  Their  call  was  for  Mr.  Patton's  let- 
ter,  nothing  more,  nothing  less.  But  this  pamphlet 
contains  only  about  one  third  part  of  that  letter ;  and 
that  one  third  part  consists  of  the  very  extract  from 
which  Dr.  Hayward  "  had  erased  and  struck  out "  every 
thing  which  could,  by  possibility,  implicate  me  in  crime. 
And  yet  the  deacon  says  that  the  fact  which  he  an- 
nounces in  his  pamphlet  of  my  "  once  having  labored 
under  a  disreputable  disease,  is  distinctly  given  on  the 
authority  of  one  of  the  most  distinguished  clergymen 
in  New  York,  who  had  it  directly  from  the  mouth  of 
the  only  competent  witness  in  the  case,"  —  that  is,  from 
Dr.  Hayward.  Yes,  he  repudiates  the  testimony  of  the 
man  whom  he  styles,  at  the  very  moment  of  repudia- 
tion, "  the  only  competent  witness  in  the  case,"  and  re- 
fers his  readers  to  him  as  such !  But  this  is  not  all.  He 
not  only  withholds  the  letter,  and  gives  merely  a  garbled 
extract,  but  he  suppresses  the  doctor^s  name.  It  is  Dr. 
Blank  that  says  so  and  so.  He  does  not  give  even  his 
initials.  The  letter  was  called  for  by  my  committee 
avowedly  for  the  purpose  of  giving  Dr.  Hayward  an  op- 
portunity of  replying  to  it,  and  exposing  its  falsity. 
Bat  Dr.  Hayward  was  not  Dr.  Blank ;  and  therefore  he 
bad  nothing  to  say. 

The  appearance  of  this  pamphlet  gave  me  and  my 
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people  no  little  anxiety  as  to  the  course  which  duty  re- 
quired us  to  take.  My  first  impression  was  that  I  must 
now  call  on  Deacon  Drake  to  answer  for  his  slander 
before  a  civil  tribunal.  I  felt  as  though  my  duty,  as  a 
minister,  could  demand  of  me  forbearance  and  patience 
no  longer.  But  I  dreaded  a  suit  at  law  as  not  com- 
mendable in  a  Christian  minister,  and  to  be  avoided  if 
possible,  and  not  justifiable,  but  as  the  last  resort  for 
a  redress  of  wrongs  which  can  no  longer  be  endured. 
I  expressed  this  reluctance  to  wise  and  good  men ;  and 
it  was  deemed  by  them  most  advisable,  as  the  first  step, 
to  apply  to  Dr.  Hay^vard  for  a  written  statement  of  the 
case,  and  publish  to  the  world  so  much  of  it  as  might 
be  judged  necessary  to  counteract  the  pernicious  effects 
of  the  deacon's  pamphlet.  And  so  I  obtained  his  state- 
ment,  and  then  called  a  meeting  of  the  gentlemen  of  my 
parish,  and  read  it  to  them,  together  with  my  corre- 
spondence with  Dr.  Hay  ward  in  September,  1844.  After 
hearing  all  the  documents,  and  discussing  the  subject  at 
some  length,  it  was  finally  voted  to  appoint  a  committee 
to  reply,  in  pamphlet  form,  to  the  ^^ Medical  Fact^'*  though 
one  of  the  gentlemen  present  was  so  desirous  of  having 
the  deacon  prosecuted  that  he  offered  to  give  two  hun- 
dred dollars  for  that  purpose ;  and  because  I  refused  he 
soon  witlidrew  from  my  ministry.  A  reply  was  speedily 
prepared  and  signed  by  fifty-six  of  my  parishioners  and 
published  in  the  Boston  Times.  It  is  a  long  document 
occupying  nearly  two  columns.  I  will  quote  only  two  or 
three  short  paragraphs. 

The  undersigned,  attendants  on  Mr.  Fairchild's  ministry, 
held  a  meeting  March  15,  1847,  to  consider  what  notice  ought 
to  be  taken  by  us  of  a  certain  scurrilous  pamphlet  recently  pub- 
lished bv  Jeremy  Drake,  entitled  "  The  Medical  Factt  in  Mr. 
Fairchild's  Case  J*  After  a  thorough  examination  of  the  mat- 
ter, it  is  our  deliberate  opinion,  without  reference  to  any  ulterioC 
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neamres,  that  it  is,  first  of  all,  a  solemn  duty  which  wc  owe  to 
our  pastor  and  oursi'lves,  as  well  as  to  the  ChriAtian  community, 
to  proclaim  to  the  world,  that  the  charge  thus  preferred  by 
Deacon  Drake  against  ]\Ir.  Fairchild,  is  grossly  libellous,     Wc 
bra  looked  into  tlie  matter  most  critically,  —  heard  all  the  cor- 
nspoudeuce  alluded  to  by  the  deacon  in  his  pamphlet,  which  has 
e?er  passed  between  Mr.  Fairchild  and  his  physician  in  relation 
Uiiij  —  examined  into  all  the  circumstances  connected  with  it, 
tod  obtained  his  physician's  statement  of  the  whole  case  over 
i^  own  signature ;  and  we  do  not  find  a  particU  of  evidence 
tiiat  ^  Mr.  Fairchild  once  labored  under  a  certain  disreputable 
disease."     We  have  ascertained  that  fourteen  years  ago  this 
present  month,  Mr.  Fairchild  was  suffering  from  a  difRculty  in 
the  urinary  organs,  attended  with  severe  inflammation,  —  that 
his  physician  treated  him  solely  for  that  dilficulty,  and  did  not 
prescribe  the  remedies  wliich  are  commonly  employed  in  cases 
of  •*  dUreputable  disease."     We  find  that  under  this  treatment, 
after  the  lapse  of  four  or  fi\e  weeks,  the  difficulty  was  removed 
And  his  health  restored.     We  further  learn  that  the  83rmptoms 
of  diseases  like  tliat  under  which  Mr.  Fairchild  labored,  are 
eqnivocaL  —  that  is,  the  same  symptoms  often  develop  them- 
selves whether  the  disease  proceed  from  a  pure  or  an  impure 
cause,  —  that  they  are  found  in  persons  of  the  most  virtuous  hab* 
its,  and  not  unfrequently  in  children  under  the  age  of  ten.     We 
learn  from  one  of  the  most  respectable  physicians  in  Boston  that 
he  has,  at  this  time,  a  child  under  his  care  not  four  years  old, 
where  the  same  symptoms  are  developed  as  in  Mr.  Fairchild*s 


We  have  been  striving  to  live  and  labor  in  peace  with  our 
pastor,  attending  to  our  own  concerns,  and  not  meddling  with 
the  alHiirs  of  other  people.  But  when  Mr.  Patton's  letter  came 
as  a  firebrand  among  us,  and  such  an  unjustifiable  use  was 
made  of  it  to  injure  us  and  our  pastor,  we  felt  constrained  to 
notice  it  as  a  breach  of  the  ninth  commandment  Iliul  Deacon 
Drake  put  that  letter  into  the  fire  as  soon  as  he  received  it,  and 
said  nothing,  all  this  difficulty  would  have  been  avoided.  He 
well  knew  that  it  was  "  the  same  old  story  newly  vami)ed  up ; " 
but  liaving  said,  years  ago,  that  he  would  do  all  he  could  to  get 
Mr.  Fairchild  out  of  the  ministry,  and  having  signally  failed  in 
all  hv(  preceding  attempts,  he  doubtless  thought  that  he  should 
he  able  by  means  of  that  letter,  to  accomplish  his  purpose.  We 
advise  him  henceforth  to  let  Mr.  Fairchild  alone.  Let  him  do 
this,  and  we  will  venture  to  predict  that  it  will  be  better  for 
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him,  and  all  connected  with  him.  We  are  heartily  sick  and 
tired  of  this  controversy ;  and  so  are  the  public.  We  design  to 
take  no  further  notice  of  the  deacon,  so  far  as  pubiishing  is  oon- 
cerned.  lie  has  asserted  in  the  face  of  the  wide  world  that 
"  Mr.  Fairchild  once  labored  under  a  certain  disreputable  di^ 
ease."  He  has  tlius  uttered  a  gross  libeU  Christian  forbear^ 
ancc,  and  the  wish  that  he  may  see  his  error,  has  led  us  to  make 
tliis  reply  to  his  "  Medical  Fact,"  We  truly  pity  the  man,  and 
sincerely  hope  that  there  will  be  no  further  occasion  to  notice 
him  or  his  libel.  If,  however,  he  still  persists  in  his  attempts 
to  injure  Mr.  Fairchild,  he  will  be  noticed  in  some  other  way. 
Our  pastor  has  the  rights  of  a  citizen, — rights  as  im|>ortant  and 
precious  to  him  as  to  any  other  man ;  and  these  rights  he  is  d^ 
termined  to  assert  and  maintain.  This  is  his  duty,  not  only  at 
a  man,  but  as  a  Christian ;  and  in  this,  we  pledge  ourselves  to 
sustain  hun. 

I  come  now  to  disclose  a  transaction  in  relation  to 
that  pamphlet  which  I  would  gladly  conceal  from  every 
eye,  if  I  could  do  it  consistently  with  the  character  of  a 
truthful  narrator  of  facts ;  especially  would  I  do  it  for 
the  credit  of  the  ministry.  Deacon  Drake  was  not  the 
author  of  that  pamphlet  It  claims  a  higher  parentage. 
In  order  clearly  to  explain  this  matter,  and  to  finish  this 
disgusting  story,  I  must  anticipate  a  little,  and  state  the 
astounding  facts  which  came  out  in  court  on  the  trial 
of  Dr.  Adams  in  the  summer  of  1851.  In  1847  the 
Rev.  A.  W.  McClurc,  then  of  Maiden,  was  editing  a 
monthly  publication  in  Boston  called  the  Observatory^ 
whose  office  Was  at  No.  21  Cornhill.  Connected  with 
that  office  was  a  gentleman,  an  entire  stranger  to  me, 
who  saw  and  heard  things  which  made  him  feel  indig- 
nant at  what  he  suspected  was  a  plot  to  destroy  me. 
Though  he  was  not  in  the  secret  and  knew  nothing, 
except  what  occasionally  struck  his  eye  and  ear  as  he 
was  passing  in  and  out  of  the  office,  yet  he  was  con- 
vinced that  something  was  being  concocted  there  which 
foreboded  no  good  to  me.     After  I  had  conmienced  tha 
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prosecntion  of  Dr.  Adams  for  libel  and  slander,  1  ascer- 
tained that  this  gentleman  had  probably  some  testimony 
which  would  be  important  to  me  in  the  approaching 
trial.  Accordingly  I  sent  him  a  note  on  the  subject,  to 
which  he  soon  replied  in  a  letter  dated  December  18, 
J850,  some  extracts  from  which  I  will  here  insert. 

If  Mr.  McClure  be  not  too  cunning  for  your  lawyer,  you  will 
be  able  to  prove  your  case  by  him.  I  know  that  he  kept  a  pile 
of  (small  tracts  or  panij)hlets  upon  his  de^^k,  at  Xo.  21  Cornhill, 
fome  two  or  three  years  ago,  which  seemed  fr(;sh  from  tlie 
jires^aml  these  tracts  were  for  gratuitous  distribution  to  clergy- 
men  and  others.  The  tract,  of  which  perhaps  you  have  a  copy, 
was  concerning  you,  and  n;ferred  to  the  matter  of  your  being  or 
having  Ijeen  afflicted  with  some  disreputable  disease.  Mr. 
HcClurc,  I  recollect  distinctly,  showed  the  pamphlet  to  several 
gentlemen  wlio  came  into  the  oilice  at  diiferent  times,  and 
talked  over  the  matter.  lie  handed  the  ])amp1ilet  to  them,  for 
them  to  keep.  I  took  one  myself.  I  think  1  may  go  further, 
and  Fay  that  Mr.  McClurc,  and  Dr.  Adams,  and  !Mr.  Drake, 
(Jeremy,  I  think  his  name  is,)  were  in  ire(]uent  and  active 
conclave  together  in  this  work,  at  Mr.  McClure's  office.  I 
think,  also,  that  Mr.  McClure  procured,  or  instigated  the  publica- 
tion in  the  Puritan,  (of  which  he  was,  at  that  time,  one  of  the  edi- 
tors,) of  an  article  or  paragraph  directing  the  reader  to  a  docu- 
ment bearing  reference  to  this  matter,  which  document  wiis  said 
to  be  on  file  in  court,  or  somewhere,  I  do  not  recollect  pniciseiy. 
The  simple  fact  is,  that  Mr.  McClurc  and  Dr.  Adams  were  for 
a  long  time  in  constant  communication  together,  concocting,  and 
devibing,  and  executing  this  infernal  and  guilty  plot. 

The  information  contained  in  this  letter  led  me  to 
summon  Mr.  McClure  into  court  as  a  witness.  I  will 
here  give  his  testimony,  copied  literally  from  the  notes 
taken  at  the  time  by  Mr.  Clifford,  my  senior  counsel, 
who  was  then,  as  he  is  now,  the  attorncy-gencnd  of  the 
Commonwealth.     Says  Mr.  McClure :  — 

I  prepared  for  publication  in  February,  18 17,  the  pamphlet 
entitled  the  **  Medical  Fact."  In  the  course  of  its  preparation  I 
had  frequent  conversations  with  Dr.  Adams.     lie  made  sugges- 
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tions,  —  examin(?d  the  manuscript,  —  eliminated  passages,  etc; 
I  accepted  all  Dr.  Adams*s  suggestions  except  one,  wliich  was  a 
proposed  cliange  of  pliraseology  in  the  last  paragraph.  The 
question  of  bringing  it  before  the  public  in  some  form  or  other 
had  been  discussed  between  Dr.  Adams  and  myself  before  I 
was  applied  to  to  prepare  the  pamphlet.  My  mind  was  influ- 
enced in  part  to  prepare  it,  by  these  conversations.  The  prin- 
cipal object  of  the  pamphlet,  as  understood  by  Dr.  Adams  and 
myself,  was  to  bring  on  a  prosecution  against  the  publisher  by 
Mr.  Fairchild,  in  which  the  testimony  of  Dr.  Hayward  would 
be  taken,  and  all  the  facts  come  out.  It  was  a  distinct  challenge 
to  Mr.  Fairchild  to  prosecute,  and  I  was  ^ur|>rised  it  did  not 
have  that  effect.  In  the  preparation  of  the  pamphlet  Dr.  Adams 
advised  the  cancelling  of  certain  passages  which  had  reference 
to  the  corroborative  testimony  of  other  witnesses  —  two  physi- 
cians and  a  lawyer — as  their  testimony,  he  thought,  would 
come  with  more  effect  in  the  expected  prosecution.  Dr.  Adami 
and  I  did  not  expect  that  tee  should  be  prosecuted,  but  that  Mr. 
Drake  would  be. 


Here  is  a  statement  under  oath,  of  all,  and  more  than 
all,  which  the  writer  of  the  preceding  letter  assured  me 
my  lawyer  would  be  able  to  get  out  of  Mr.  McClure,  if 
he  was  not  too  cunning  for  him.  I  cannot  describe  my 
feelings  as  I  listened  to  these  developments  from  the  lips 
of  Mr.  McCiure.  It  seemed  incredible  that  two  clergy- 
men professing  and  teaching  a  religion  of  love  and  good- 
will to  men,  and  with  them  a  deacon  of  an  Orthodox 
church,  could  have  been  engaged  in  such  — —  I  do 
not  know  what  to  call  it.  Here  was  a  pamphlet  pre- 
pared by  these  professedly  Christian  gentlemen  and  offi- 
cers in  a  Christian  church,  for  gratuitous  distribution,  to 
be  spread  broadcast  over  the  land,  and  probably  a  copy 
thereof  sent  by  mail  or  otherwise  to  every  Orthodox 
clergyman  in  the  Commonwealth,  —  a  pamphlet  so  im- 
pure that  few  parents  would  consent  that  their  sons  and 
daughters  should  peruse  it !  Let  it  be  remembered,  too, 
that  it  contains  the  very  paper   which  Dr.  Adams  had 
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carried  to  Dr.  Hayward  to  ascertain  if  xhr  siatiMntMits 
therein  made  were  correct,  and  which  the  doctor  told 
him  were  not  correct,  and  "  with  his  pencil  had  erused 
and  struck  out  in  various  places,"  —  yes,  this  very  paper 
thus  corrected  and  deprived  of  all  its  venom.  Dr.  Adams 
causes  to  be  inserted  in  that  pamphlet,  retaining  the 
very  words  and  expressions  as  true,  which  Dr.  Hayward 
had  declared  were  false,  and  at  the  same  time  assuring 
tlie  reader  that  Dr.  Blank,  (meaning  Dr.  Hayward)  had 
confirmed  the  whole  I  and  doing  all  this,  too,  after  he 
had  solemnly  assured  his  church  that,  though  the  matter 
would  doubtless  be  made  public,  yet  that  he  sJiould  not 
be  instrumental  in  its  publication!  Surely  it  is  not  al- 
ways extravagant  to  say  that "  men  of  low  degree*,  are 
vanity;  and  men  of  high  degree  are  a  lie."  But  I  dare 
not  tnist  myself  to  make  any  comments  on  such 
atfecting  exhibitions  of  human  weakness  and  deprav- 
ity! The  reader  will  see  this  done,  and  ivcll  done, 
when  he  comes  to  Mr.  Clitford's  argument.  I  must, 
however,  be  excused  here  for  expressing  the  wish,  that 
if  the  preceding  statement  should  happen  to  fall  under 
the  eye  of  that  good  clergyman  who  said  to  me  that  he 
thought,  when  he  read  Dr.  Adams's  Marblehead  letter, 
he  must  have  been  inspired  in  writhig  it,  —  I  wish  he 
would  just  ask  himself  whether  he  thinks  that  Dr. 
Adams  was  inspired  while  preparing  the  Medical  Fact; 
and  if  inspired,  by  what  spirit? 

I  cannot  well  resist  the  temptation  here  to  quote  a 
few  lines  from  Dr.  Adams's  letter  to  me,  dated  April  10, 
1346.  In  speaking  of  the  character  of  my  public  coni- 
inunications,  he  says,  "  It  is  very  evident  that  the  spirit 
of  all  grace  has  not  breathed  upon  you  in  preparing 
yonr  published  writings.  The  savor  of  piety,  of  ineek- 
neas,  gentleness,  and  forgiveness  is  nowhere  found  in 

15 
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them."  I  would  here  make  my  appeal  to  the  reader 
and  ask  whether  he  thinks  ^<  the  spirit  of  all  grace  was 
breathing  "  upon  Dr.  Adams  when  preparing  that  false 
and  filthy  pamphlet  ?  I  would  further  ask  whether  he 
can  find  in  that  publication  "  the  savor  of  piety,  of  meek- 
ness, and  gentleness  ?  "  In  my  judgment,  if  the  spirit 
of  all  grace  breathes  into  a  man  such  thoughts  and  sen- 
timents, it  would  be  wise  to  pray  most  fervently  for  de- 
liverance from  such  breathing.  And  so,  if  "  the  savor 
of  piety  and  gentleness  "  be  found  there,  I  think  the  less 
any  one  has  of  such  savor  the  better,  both  for  this  life 
and  the  life  to  come. 

But  I  have  not  yet  quite  done  with  that  Medical  FacL 
After  it  was  printed,  and  before  its  distribution,  it  was 
sent  to  Dr.  Hayward  by  Deacon  Drake  with  a  letter,  — 
which  letter  was  doubtless  prepared  by  Dr.  Adams ;  at 
least,  he  would  criticize  it,  and  give  it  the  last  finishing 
touch,  as  he  had  done  with  the  pamphlet  I  will  here 
quote  the  closing  part  of  the  letter. 

If  the  statements  Diade  by  you  should  be  hereafter  denied  by 
Mr.  Fairchild's  friends,  it  is  not  supposed  that  j/oa  will  publicly 
confirm  them ;  but  assurance  has  been  given  that  other  gentle- 
men, who  have  a  knowledge  of  the  facts  from  yourself,  will  do 
60,  if  circumstances  should  render  it  necessary. 

Very  respectfully,  &c, 

Jeremy  Drake. 

The  object  of  this  letter  is  seen  at  a  glance.  •  It 
was  written  to  intimidate  the  doctor.  It  was  telling 
him  to  be  cautious  how  he  contradicted  what  was 
stated  in  that  pamphlet,  lest  certain  gentlemen  should 
be  brought  forward  to  put  him  down  by  testifying 
that  they  had  heard  him  say  what  Dr.  Adams  there 
makes  him  say.  But  the  doctor  immediately  gave 
me  a  written   statement  pronouncing  the   pamphlet 
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false,  and*  soon  afterwards  showed  that  he  was  not 
afraid  to  do  so  under  oath,  as  the  reader  will  pres- 
ently see. 


CHAPTER    XVI. 

I  MUST  now  go  back  to  the  reply  of  ray  fifty-six  par- 
isWdhere  to   what  we  then   supposed   to   be  Deacon 
Drake's  Medical  Facty  but  are  now  compelled  to  put  the 
antboEship  on  Dr.  Adams  himself.     As  he  was  not  sat- 
isfied with  that  reply,  nor  with  the  statement  which  Dr. 
Bayward  had  given  me  in  writing  in  spite  of  the  moni- 
tory letter  sent  him  by  Deacon  Drake,  he  therefore  re- 
«oJres  to  take  another  step  to  compel  Dr.  Hayward  to 
«ay  what  he  is  so  anxious  to  have  him  say,  but  what 
the  doctor  could  not  say,  without  uttering  the  most  pal- 
pable falsehood.     Hence  on  the  6th  day  of  April,  1847, 
I  received  a  notice  signed  by  Thomas  S.  Harlow  and 
B.  N.  Peirce,  two  justices  of  the  peace,  that  Dr.  Hay- 
ward  had  been  summoned  to  appear  before  them  at  the 
request  of  Jeremy  Drake,  to  give  his  deposition  about  a 
matter  in  which  I  was  interested.     The  case  was  de- 
ferred till  the  14th  of  April.     I  understood  that  the  doc- 
tor at  first  declined  testifying,  on  the  ground  that  if  a 
physician  were  liable  to  be  summoned  into  court  and 
there  compelled  to  disclose  all  he  knows  about  the  dis- 
eases of  his  patients,  (especially  to  gratify  the  pique  of 
a  bitter  enemy,)  it  would  be  not  only  a  breach  of  confi- 
dence, but  tend  very  much  to  diminish  his  practice. 
ABcertaining  this  fact  I  wrote  a  note  to  his  lawyer  urging 
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him  to  advise  Dr.  Hayward  to  testify  ybr  my  sakCj  assur- 
ing him  that  the  doctor's  deposition  was  what  I  anxiously 
desired,  as  it  would  satisfy  every  honest  man  in  the  com- 
munity, who  should  read  it  unprejudiced,  that  he  had 
never  found  me  laboring  under  any  ^'  disreputable  dis- 
ease." I  told  him  if  the  doctor  should  refuse  to  testify, 
my  enemies  would  say  that  his  refusal  was  sufficient 
evidence  of  my  guilt  The  result  was,  that  he  did  tes- 
tify. And  while  Mr.  Brigham,  the  lawyer  whom  Dea- 
con Drake  employed,  w^as  taking  the  deposition,  and 
proposing  questions  to  Dr.  Hayward,  he  was  noticed  to 
have  before  him  a  memorandum  in  the  handwritSig  of 
Dr.  Adams,  doubtless  to  aid  him  in  examining  the  wit- 
ness by  suggesting  certain  inquiries  which  must,  by  no 
means,  be  forgotten;  and  shortly  after  the  deposition 
was  tukcn,  Dr.  Adams  was  seen  in  Mr.  Brigham's  office, 
there  reading  a  document  supposed  from  its  appearance 
to  have  been  the  deposition.  He  doubtless  hoped  to 
find  something  in  the  doctor's  statements,  when  under 
oath  J  which  would  confurm  the  story  of  his  Medical  Fact. 
But  alas !  he  found  nothing!  He  there  learned  that  tihe 
doctor  had  given  oatli  to  the  truth  of  the  written  state- 
ment which  he  put  into  my  hands,  as  is  stated  in  the 
Reply  of  my  fifty-sbc  parishioners.  I  think  that  Dr. 
Adams,  on  his  return  from  Mr.  Brigham's  office,  must 
have  felt  almost  as  much  chagrined  as  when  opening 
and  reading  the  letter  recently  addressed  to  him  by 
the  Hon.  Henry  A.  Wise,  of  Virginia. 

A  copy  of  the  deposition  was  soon  put  into  my 
hands.  And  when  I  had  finished  reading  it,  I  gave 
thanks  to  God  for  "  taking  the  wise  in  their  own  crafti- 
ness," as  they  had  now  saved  me  from  falling  into  the 
very  pit  which  they  themselves  had  been  so  long  dig- 
ging, night  and  day,  for  my  destruction.     Into  that  pit 
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wcy  fondly  anticipated  that  the  doctor's  deposition 
wooJd  plunge  me,  there  to  lie  concealed,  making  no 
more  noise, — no,  not  even  peeping. 

But  Dr.  Adams,  it  would  seem,  was  still  determined 

not  to  rest     He  must,  after  all,  make  something  out  of 

Dr.  Hayward's  deposition.     And  therefore  he,  or  his 

fiuthful  coadjutor,  Mr.  McClure,  sends  a  communication 

to  the  Puritan,  now  lying  before  me,  dated  June  10, 

1847,  from  which  I  take  the  following  extract: — 

Events  which  have  recently  occurred,  have  caused  to  be 
placed  on  the  public  records  in  the  Registry  of  Deeds  for  Suf- 
folk, a  deposition  taken  by  two  magistrates,  from  a  physician  in 
this  city,  in  a  legal  form,  respecting  his  professional  treatment 
of  Mr.  Fairchild.  As  many  have  a  wish  to  know  the  truth 
about  the  matter,  which  lias  created  much  remark  in  this  vicin- 
ity, it  is  proper  to  give  public  information  of  the  fact,  that  the 
materials  of  a  correct  judgment  now  exist  in  an  authentic 
shape,  and  are  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  reader  will  need  no  one  to  tell  him  the  object 
of  this  notice.  H  they  really  wanted  the  public  to  see 
it,  why  did  they  not  publish  it  ?  They  well  knew,  too, 
that  not  one  in  a  thousand  who  should  read  that  notice 
in  the  Puritan,  would  ever  think  of  going  to  the  Registry 
of  Deeds  to  examine  the  document,  and  that  the  bare 
announcement  of  such  a  fact  in  such  a  paper,  would  be 
the  best  and  wisest  plan  to  propagate  the  slander.  I 
never  heard  of  but  one  gentleman  who  ever  went  to  the 
Registry  of  Deeds  to  read  the  deposition ;  and  he  re- 
marked to  me  that  if  he  had  doubted  my  innocence 
before,  he  should  have  had  no  doubt  after  reading  it. 
He  expressed  a  wish  that  I  would  publish  it  to  the 
world.  I  told  him  the  time  had  not  then  come.  But  in 
December,  1849,  circumstaaices,  in  the  judgment  of 
judicious  counsellors,  required  its  publication.  And 
muititades,  on  reading  it,  thought  me  strangely  iudiffer- 
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ent  to  my  reputation,  to  allow  such  an  effectual  weapon 
of  defence  to  lie  so  long  in  my  draw  unused. 

After  the  taking  of  said  deposition  and  inserting  the 
note  in  the  Puritan^  directing  public  attention  to  it, 
things  seemed  to  have  settied  down  into  a  state  of 
quietness  and  ease.  I  therefore  concluded  that  the 
time  had  now  come  when  duty  required  me  to  request 
of  the  Association  a  certified  copy  of  the  vote,  whatever 
it  might  be,  by  which  I  was  declared  expelled  from  that 
body  January  7,  1845,  as  the  Dail^  Mail  notified  the 
public  four  days  afterwards.  The  Mail  simply  an- 
nomiced  the  fact.  I  now  wanted  an  official  notice 
both  of  ihcfact  and  the  form  of  expulsion.  I  had  been 
waiting  many  months,  hoping  Dr.  Adams  had  seen  his 
error,  and  w^ould  now  so  far  retrace  his  steps  as  to  ad- 
vocate a  rescission  of  that  vote,  and  thus  end  the  strife. 
And  so  I  waited  till  April,  1849.  I  then  called  on  Rev. 
Mr.  Thompson,  of  Roxbury,  supposing  him  to  have 
been  the  scribe  of  the  Association  at  that  time,  and 
request<?d  him  to  be  kind  enough  to  aid  me  in  obtaining 
my  just  rights.  He  received  me  very  courteously,  and 
assiu-ed  mc  that  if  I  had  been  deprived  of  my  just 
rights,  and  if  he  could  aid  in  regaining  them,  he  would 
do  it  with  pleasure.  I  then  told  him  that  common 
fame  had  said  that  there  was  a  vote  on  their  book  of 
records  affecting  my  interest,  no  copy  of  which  had 
ever  been  received  by  me.  He  expressed  his  surprise 
at  this  neglect,  assuring  me  that  it  was  my  right  to 
have  a  copy,  and  then  added:  "K  I  were  scribe  I 
would  give  you  one  without  hesitation ;  but  at  our  last 
meeting.  Rev.  Mr.  Alvord,  the  pastor  of  Phillips  Churchi 
and  your  neighbor,  was  appointed  scribe ;  you  must 
therefore  go  to  him."  I  went  to  him  with  my  request; 
but  he  utterly  refused  to  give  me  a  copy,  or  to  let  me 
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lee  the  book,  without  the  permission  of  the  Association. 
I  argued  the  case  with  him  awhile,  as  to  my  rights  in 
the  matter ;  but  to  no  purpose.     I  therefore  was  obliged 
to  defer  further  action  in  the  matter  till  the  meeting  of 
the  Association,  on  the  first  Tuesday  in  May.     I  then 
sent  a  written   request  addressed   to   the   moderator, 
stating  what  common  rumor  had  said  about  a  vote  on 
their  records  respecting  me,  and  desired  a  copy.     My 
request  was  granted;  and  Mr.  Alvord,  the  scribe,  soon 
forwarded  me  a  copy,  which  has  already  been  inserted 
in  a  preceding  chapter.     When  I  read  it,  I  was  utterly 
Miiazed  that  Christian  men,  — the  teachers  of  truth  and 
righteousness,  should  ever  have  put  upon  record  a  pre- 
amble and  vote  so  infamous  and  false.     I  then  resolved 
at  once  never  to  rest  till  that  foul  record  was  expunged, 
and  their  book  made  to  tell  the  truth.     I  immediately 
|»cpared  and  sent  to  every  member  of  the  Association 
a  printed  circular,  that  they  might  all  have   suitable 
notice  of  what  would  come  before  them  at  their  next 
meeting  in  July.     I  here  subjoin  a  true  copy,  which  will 
speak  for  itself. 

Boston,  May,  1849. 
To  THE  MjUMBERS  of  THE  SuFFOLK  SoUTH  ASSOCIATION  : 

Brethren,  —  I  thank  you  for  the  immediate  and  unanimous 
compliance  with  my  application,  made  at  your  last  meetin<y,  for 
a  copy  of  the  preamble  and  vote  separating  me  from  your  Asso- 
ciation. If  I  liad  known,  or  even  suspected  the  precise  nature 
of  that  preamble  and  vote,  I  should  not  have  rested  till  this 
time  without  requesting  a  copy.  I  need  not  say  that  the  perusal 
of  the  copy  of  a  record,  so  utterly  false  and  libellous,  has  filled 
mc  with  grief  and  horror. 

The  atrocious  crimes  alleged  against  me  I  denied  from  the 
beginning.  I  denied  them  in  the  most  solemn  of  all  circum- 
stances, when  I  supposed  myself  to  be  dying;  I  deny  them 
now,  and  always  sliall  while  I  live;  and  is  it  christianly  to 
dyuqge  a  man  with  falsehood,  afler  the  truth  of  his  declarations 
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has  been  substantiated  hj  the  unanimous  verdict  of  an  honest 
jury? 

The  council  at  Exeter,  so  far  from  having  proved  me  guilty 
of  seduction  and  adultery,  did  not  say  that  I  had  been  guilty  of 
any  crime  whatever.  Their  words  are :  — "  The  Council  feel 
compelled  to  express  their  deep  conviction  that  Mr.  Fairchild 
cannot  be  innocent  in  this  matter ;  and  that,  unless  he  can  pre- 
sent a  clearer  vindication  of  himself,  before  some  tribunal  more 
competent  than  ourselves  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses, 
and  the  utterance  of  all  the  truth,  and  till  such  act  be 
POXE,  he  ought  not^  and  so  far  as  our  decision  goes,  does  not, 
longer  hold  the  place  of  a  minister  in  the  church  of  Christ," 

Does  the  council  here  say  that  they  had  proved  me  guilty  of 
seduction,  and  adultery,  and  falsehood  ?  They  do  not  even  say 
that  they  believed  me  guilty.  ^  Deep  conviction  is  less  tlum 
belief."  Their  action  was  not,  strictly  speaking,  a  deposition 
from  office,  but  sim])ly  a  suspension  till  I  should  do  a  certain 
act  recommended  by  them ;  which  act  I  did,  and  by  so  doing 
was  restored  to  my  office,  from  whicli  they  had  temporarily  sus 
pended  me ;  and  I  began  to  preach  immediately  after,  and  have 
been  preaching  ever  since,  without  hearing  a  word  from  that 
council  that  I  had  put  a  false  construction  on  their  result.  Be- 
sides, if  they  had  proved  me  guilty  of  those  shocking  crimes,  as 
your  records  say  they  had,  is  it  possible  that  they  would  have 
recommended  a  man,  so  steeped  in  vice,  to  go  to  a  civil  tribunal 
that  he  might  again  ^'  hold  the  place  of  a  minister  in  the  church 
of  Christ  ?  "  To  say  that  they  had  proved  me  guilty,  but  refused 
60  to  express  it,  through  lenity^  is  an  impeachment  of  their 
integrity.  Does  not  the  vote  on  your  records  do  violence  to 
every  law  of  interpretation  ? 

I  have  been  credibly  informed,  that  when  the  vote  was  pro- 
posed in  the  Association,  sepaniting  me  from  that  body,  it  was 
said  by  those  who  urged  its  passage,  that  if  I  ever  came  into 
court  for  trial,  and  was  acquitted,  it  could  easily  be  rescinded. 
I  did  come,  was  tried,  and  honorably  acquitted.  But  that  vote 
still  rcnuiins  on  your  records.     If  this  be  right,  judge  ye. 

Two  or  three  weeks  before  that  vote  was  entered  on  your 
records,  I  had  published  to  the  world  that  I  should  come  to 
Boston  for  trial,  as  soon  as  my  counsel  could  make  the  neces- 
sary preparation.  Wjis  it  kind  to  pass  the  vote  in  such  haste 
as  not  to  give  me  time  to  satisfy  you  whether  I  would  come  or 
not  ?  Was  not  the  passing  of  the  vote,  at  that  time,  going  before 
the  law  to  my  injury?  And  is  not  the  retaining  of  it  on  your 
records,  going  be/iind  the  law  to  my  injury  ?  • 

m  ' 
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Wiien  yon  vote  on  mj  request,  I  would  tliank  you  to  take 
the  qufotion  by  yeas  and  nays. 

As  this  whole  aiiair  is  too  painful  to  be  regarded  with  indif- 
iereDce  either  by  you  or  me,  will  you  not  give  the  subject  of 
tZus  letter  your  earliest  possible  attention  ? 

Yours,  in  Christian  courtesy, 

J.  II.  Faiuchild. 

July  3d,  1849. 

P.  S.  —  When  my  case  comes  up  for  action,  if  any  objec- 
tions are  urged  against  granthig  my  request,  or  if  it  should  be 
pro{X)«c<l  to  act  in  any  way  whatever  against  me,  I  trust  you 
will  notify  me,  and  say  as  Agrippa  once  said  to  Paul,  "  Thou 
art  permitted  to  speak  for  thyself."  I  have  never  yet  had  a 
hearing  before  the  Association.  As  the  sentence  of  condemna- 
tion on  your  records  was  passed  upon  me  unheard,  I  hope  you 
will  not  consent  to  listen  to  any  arguments  ngain>t  reversing 
that  sentence,  or  in  favor  of  any  action  which  may  be  injurious 
to  me,  without  allowing  me  to  be  present. 

Permit  me  here  to  express  my  earnest  desire  that  you  will 
act  on  my  case  to-day.  But  if  you  have  not  time  to  do  so,  then 
you  will  oblige  me  very  much  by  holding  a  special  session  at 
as  early  a  day  as  possible,  say  Thursday  of  this  week.  Do 
not,  I  entreat  you,  defer  action  till  your  next  regular  meeting 
in  September.  Life  is  uncertain,  and  the  thought  of  leaving 
the  world  with  such  a  libel  on  your  records  to  be  handed  down 
to  future  generations,  is  a<  painful  to  me  as  it  could  be  to  any 
one  of  you  in  a  reverse  of  circumstances.  All  I  ask  is,  that 
you  will  do  as  you  would  be  done  by. 

Yours,  etc., 

J.  II.  F. 

The  Association  met  at  West  Newton,  Jnly  3(1, 
1849.  My  circular  was  read,  and  a  special  meeting 
appointed  to  act  on  it,  to  be  holden  in  Boston  at  No. 
28  Cornhill,  on  the  10th  of  July.  At  the  hour  of  meet- 
ing, I  sent  in  a  note  requesting  permission  to  be  present 
to  hoar  and  answer  for  myself.  Rev.  Messrs.  Louis 
Dwight  and  Joseph  Haven,  then  of  Brookline,  but  now 
Professor  in  Amherst  College,  soon  called  on  me  as  a 
committee  from  the  Association,  and  presented  me  with 
a  vote  just  passed,  to  this  effect,  (I  quote  from  memory, 


178  REMARKABLE  INCIDENTS  IN  TIIE 

as  the  vote  is  not  before  me.)  "  If  Mr.  Fairchild  wish 
to  have  an  interview  with  the  Association,  he  ma 
come  in  for  that  purpose."  Owing  to  the  singnlau" 
phraseology  of  the  vote,  I  at  first  declined  going  in;  bat 
thinking  that  I  might  possibly  mistake  its  meaning,  I 
concluded  to  accompany  the  committee  to  the  meeting. 
I  found  Dr.  Burgess  in  the  chair.  I  first  asked  for  an 
explanation  of  their  vote.  I  remarked  that  the  w^ord 
"interview"  seemed  to  imply  more  than  one  to  con- 
verse; and  yet  it  might  be  expected  by  them  that  / 
should  do  the  talking,  while  they  were  mere  listeners. 
I  appealed  to  the  moderator  to  decide  this  question. 
He  replied  that  he  presumed  the  object  of  those  who 
passed  the  vote  was  to  hear,  and  not  to  be  heard.  He 
then  put  the  question  to  the  Association,  whether  he 
had  given  the  right  construction.  They  nodded  assent. 
I  told  them  that  I  felt  embarrassed.  My  request  and 
the  reasons  why  it  should  be  granted,  were  plainly 
stated  in  my  circular  then  before  them.  I  knew  not 
that  I  could  add  any  thing  to  it.  But  I  expressed  my 
earnest  desire  to  hear  their  objections,  if  they  had  any, 
that  I  might  reply.  But  they  were  as  silent  as  the 
house  of  death.  I  then  remonstrated  against  their 
accusing  and  judging  and  punishing  me  behind  my 
back,  without  letting  me  know  why  they  had  put  that 
vote  upon  their  records,  and  their  reasons  for  retain- 
ing it.  I  told  them  that  their  course  was  contrary  to 
all  law,  —  English  law,  and  American  law,  and  Gospel 
law;  "Yes,"  says  the  Moderator,  "and  Roman  law, 
too."  But  they  heeded  not  my  remonstrance.  I  thought 
then,  and  I  think  so  still,  that  such  rank  injustice,  — 
such  gross  inhimianity,  is  without  precedent  in  the  civil 
or  ecclesiastical  history  of  New  England.  As  I  was  not 
permitted  to  remain  that  I  might  hear  and  answer  far 
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myself,  I   withdrew  from    the    meeting,   having   pre- 
yion»ly  assured  them  that  I  did  not  wish  to  be  restored 
to  membership  with  them,  but  simply  to  have  their 
««»ids  set  right;  and  lest  they  should  object  on  the 
gnmnd  that   by  rescinding  their  vote  I  should  come 
beck  into  their  body,  I  told  them  that  I  would  imme- 
diately take  a  letter  to  the  Woburn  Association,  assur- 
ing them  that  it  could  not  possibly  be  more  oflensive  to 
them  than  it  would  be  to  me,  to  be  connected  with  that 
Association.     As  I  was  leaving  the  room  I  requested 
Dr.  Beecher  to  read  to  the  Association  a  letter,  which 
he  had  recently  received  from  his  friend.  Rev.  George 
Allen  of  Worcester,  a  copy  of  which  had  just  been  put 
into  my  hands,  and  that  they  might  regard  that  letter 
as  my  argument  in  addition  to  what  I  had  said  in  my 
circular.     And  I  was  told  that  he  did  read  it.     I  here 
give  the  letter :  — 

Worcester,  June  26,  1849. 
Dear  Brother  Beecher  :  — 

**  Fair  play  is  a  jewel,"  was  the  saying  of  tlie  boys  when  I 
was  one  of  them ;  and  the  spirit  of  the  saying  is  a.s  good  for 
men  as  boys,  and  quite  as  good  for  minissters  as  for  tho  peo[>l(*. 
My  attention  has  very  unexpectedly  been  called  within  a  tew 
days  to  th#  case,  or  rather  certain  aspects  of  the  wise,  of  tlit 
Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild  of  South  Boston  ;  and  I  have  concluded  to 
state  to  you  my  views  of  the  matter  in  my  own  free  way,  not 
doubting  of  your  willingness  to  let  me  have  my  own  way  thus 
far. 

I  was  greatly  pained  on  learning,  last  evening,  the  terms  and 
tenor  of  the  preamble  and  vote  by  which  Mr.  Fairchild  was  ex- 
cluded from  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  together  with  the 
fiict  that  tfuch  a  preamble  and  vote  are  still  allowed  to  remain 
an  record,  to  extend  and  perpetuate  their  operation,  although 
their  professed  rea^^ons  and  claimed  foundations  have  been 
wholly  taken  away,  if  they  can  truly  be  said  to  have  ever  been 
wkore  than  professed  and  claimed.  It  seems  to  mo.  Brother 
Beecher,  that  even  on  the  su|)position  that  the  act  of  the  Asso- 
ciation was  ori^naUy  defensible  as  to  both  manner  and  sub- 


180  REMARKABLE  INCIDENTS  IN  THE 

stance,  (respecting  which,  however,  there  is  a  difference 

opinion,)  the  yet  allowed  perpetuity  of  the  act  cannot  be  justi 

lied  by  any  law,  —  certainly  not  by  the  law  of  Christ.  Indeedl^ 
I  think  that  the  common  sense  of  right  and  wrong,  or,  in  other 
words,  universal  conscience,  would  have  claimed  that  the  efiecfc 
of  the  vote  on  Mr.  Fairchild's  exclusion  from  the  Association 
should  cease  on  his  acquittal  by  the  jury.  If  after  his  acquit- 
tal prudential  reasons  might  have  justified  a  further  disconnec- 
tion of  Mr.  Fairchild  from  the  Association,  that  would  have 
been  a  mutter  by  itself,  —  a  new  question  of  mere  expediency, 
and  wholly  independent  of  proven  guilt,  assumed  and  set  forth 
in  the  preamble  of  the  vote  now  on  record.  The  effect  of  the 
record  should  not  have  outlived  the  eflcct  of  the  resnU  of  co^tn" 
cii,  on  which  it  was  professedly  and  carefully  based.  So  soon 
as  that  result  was  superseded  and  beciime  nugatory  by  the  ver- 
dict of  the  jury,  (an  effect  deliberately  and  righteously  provided 
for  by  the  council,)  so  soon  should  tlie  dependent  disiibility  of 
Mr.  Fairchild,  as  a  member  of  the  Association,  have  ]»a9sed 
into  a  like  nonentity  with  that  of  his  di.^abiUty  as  a  minister  of 
the  gosj>cl. 

If  I  understand  the  leading  facts  in  the  case,  Mr.  Fairchild's 
claim  that  tlie  record  of  January  7,  184o,  be  rescinded,  is  a 
just  claim,  which  ought  to  be  at  once  allowed,  and  in  such  man- 
ner as  best  becomes  a  maj^nanimous  ministrv. 

If  I  mistake  not,  three  considerations  involve  the  merits 
of  the  issue  between  Mr.  Fairchild  and  the  Association, 
namely :  — 

1.  T/t€  tenor  of  the  remit  of  council  at  Exeter, 

2.  The  verdict  of  the  jury  and  its  effect  on  that  residl. 

3.  l^te  tvte  of  Association  as  interpreted  by  the  Kght  of  its 
reasons, 

1.  2yte  tenor  of  the  rcsuk  of  council.  The  imi>ort  of  that 
result  is  plain,  and  cannot  be  tortured  into  ambiguity.  It  clearly 
and  with  studied  precision  prohibits  Mr.  Fairchild  from  holding 
the  place  of  a  minister  in  the  church  of  Christ  tiil  the  occur' 
rence  of  a  specified  contingency.  It  does  not  contemplate  an 
absolute,  unconditional  prohibition  in  perpetuity,  but  expressly 
stipulates  conditions,  the  compliance  with  which  is  to  terminate 
the  prohibition,  and,  of  course,  restore  to  him  suspended  func- 
tions. This  suspension  till  a  contingent  event,  is  not  only  clear 
by  its  own  aj)t  terms  in  the  result,  but  hannonizes  withy  and  is 
corroborated  by  other  parts  of  the  result.  For  instance.  The 
council  refrain  from  an  absolute,  un(][ualified  declaration  of  the 
guilt  of  Mr.  Fairchild  in  any  one  of  the  charges  they  were 
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called  to  investigate ;  and  indeed  they  convict  him  of  no  spe- 
cific offence  whatever.     To  be  sure,  they  *'  express  tli<'ir  deep 
coDTictioQ  that  Mr.  Fairchild  cannot  be  innocent  in  this  mat- 
ter;" but  what  guilt  or  what  measure  of  guilt  may  be  his,  they 
prudently  assume  not  to  say  or  intimate,  but  leave  wholly  and 
with  evident  design  in  the  dark,  not  allowing  any  to  say  on 
(fafur  authority,  tliat  he  is  guilty  of   this  or  that  particular 
ofFfHce ;  for,  not  to  be  innocent  in  some  or  other  way  in  respect 
to  the  general  matter  complained  of,  is  quite  another  thing  from 
being  guilty  of  a  particular  oAence  charged ;  and  the  result 
seems  to  have  been  framed  in  its  jieculiar  manner  on  i)uq>ose 
to  avoid  saying  or  authorizing  any  to  say,  that  any  specific 
ofience  had  been  proved  against  the  accused.     This  interpreta- 
tion is  also  the  only  one  consonant  with  the  subsefpient  and 
contiguous  language  of  the  result ;  for  the  council  immediately 
proceed  to  indicate  the  imperfect  means  and  the  unsatisfactory 
extent  of  their  investigation,  by  suggesting  ut  least  the  possi- 
bility of  Mr.  Fairchild's  '*  clearer  vindication  of  himself  before 
a  tribunal  more  competent  than  ourselves  to  compel  the  attend- 
ance of  witnesses,  and  the  utterance  of  all  the  truth."     They 
even  intimate  their  desire  and  the  proprii»ty,  if  not  their  ex- 
pectation also,  of  a  more  reliable  and  satisfactory  review  of  the 
case  betbre  such  a  tribunal,  by  limiting  the  effect  of  their  dispo- 
sition of  Mr.  Fairchild  to  such  time  as  he  shall  successfully  use 
such  an  opi)ortunity.     That  such  a  limit  to  its  operation  was 
assigned  beyond  which  his  ministerial  disabilities  sliould  c(>Hse, 
I  think  no  one  can  doubt  who  is  willing  to  know  the  obvious 
meaning  of  simple  and  perspicuous  Linguage. 

2.  What  t/ien  was  t/ie  verdict  of  iJie  jtiri/,  and  what  its  effect 
on  t/te  result  of  council  f  Mr.  Fairchild,  in  accordance  with  a 
notice  published  by  him  some  weeks  before  the  meeting  of  the 
SiiOblk  South  Association,  January  7,  184t>,  and  of  course 
known  to  that  body  before  the  adoption  of  their  preamble  and 
vote,  surrendered  himself  for  trial  in  the  place  of  the  alleged 
otfence,  before  just  such  a  tribunal  as  the  result  of  council  con- 
templated, and  by  it  was  fully  acquitted  of  the  crime  or  crimes 
for  which  he  was  indicted,  being  the  same  substantially  as  were 
charged  on  him  before  the  council.  This  acipiittal  by  a  jury  of 
his  country  must  have  expressed  the  *^  vindication  '*  contemplated 
by  the  result,  and  being  such,  of  course  carried  with  it  the  full 
efiect  provided  for  by  that  result,  namely,  the  restoration  of 
Mr.  Fairchild  to  his  ministerial  oHice.  This  elfect  wiis  virtually 
coocarrent  with  the  verdict ;  for  as  the  prohibition  of  oiHce  was 
by  the  jnMuxAicn  of  the  result  in  council,  so  the  restoration  to 
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ofTice  by  authority  of  that  result,  was  by  the  publication  of  the 
verdict  in  court.  If  the  Christian  community  may  be  presumed 
to  know  the  public  acts  of  councils,  and  that  knowledge  gives 
effoct  to  their  results,  they  may  be  presumed  to  know  as  well 
the  public  acts  of  courts ;  and  therefore  whatever  ecclesiastical 
eifoct  is  left  to  depend  on  the  act  of  a  judicial  tribunal,  must  be 
coincident  with  the  knowledge  of  that  act,  unless  special  provision 
is  msule  by  the  result  of  council  for  some  other  time  or  way,  of 
which  there  is  no  intimation  in  the  present  case.  Indeed  the 
council,  insteatl  of  intimating  a  necessity  for  subsequent  ecclesi- 
astical action  in  order  to  reinstate  Mr.  Fairchild  in  the  ministry, 
did,  by  the  terms  of  their  result,  preclude  such  necessity,  mak- 
ing his  restoration  depend  solely  on  his  acquittal,  or  virtual 
'^  vindiaition  "  before  a  competent  tribunal. 

3.  What  then  is  the  vote  of  the  Association  as  interpreted  hy 
the  light  of  its  reasons^  If  the  reason  of  an  act  is  unjust,  the 
act  itself  cannot  be  justified.  The  foundation  failing,  the  buikl- 
in;r  i'alls.  Now  what  is  given  as  the  vital  reason  for  expelling 
JVIr.  Fairchild  from  the  Association  liad  in  it  no  life  at  all.  The 
preambU;  asserts  that  the  council  at  Exeter  had  proved  Mr. 
Fairchild  guihy  of  seduction,  adultery,  and  falsehood.  For  this 
assertion  the  Association  could  have  had  no  other  {authority  than 
the  result  of  tliat  council.  But  that  result  is  vacant  of  all  sQch 
authority,  if  the  report  of  it  now  before  me,  and  received  by 
me  just  alter  the  result  was  declared,  is  correct,  of  whicli  I  have 
no  doubt.  The  result  not  only  makes  no  such  declaration,  but 
warily  shuns  the  appearance  of  it,  and  seeks  to  keep  the  suspi- 
cious from  receiving  such  an  impression.  The  professed  rea- 
son then  of  the  vote  of  the  Association  was  a  fiction,  and  wlioUy 
nntrue.  It  was  therefore  unjust  to  Mr.  Fairchild  at  the  begin- 
ning, and  while  allowed  to  remain  on  the  record,  is  a  perpetuar 
tioii  of  injustice  by  those  who  allow  it. 

Mr.  Fairchild*s  recent  circular  to  the  members  of  the  Associ- 
ation calls  their  record  ** Ubellom"  That  it  was  and  still  is  a 
libel,  I  have  no  doubt ;  and  if  such  is  its  character,  then  should 
the  Association  erase  it,  and  hasten  to  undo,  so  far  as  thej  may, 
so  plain  a  wrong.  That  it  was  for  a  time  a  responsible  libel 
seems  to  me  equally  clear.  Whether  it  has  ceased  to  be  so  is 
not  so  obvious,  though  any  new  exhibition  of  the  record,  if  not 
the  mere  retaining  of  it  with  its  presumed  and  wonted  liability 
to  exposure,  seems  to  have  the  nature  and  tendency  of  a  libel, 
as  it  leaves  character  unprotected  from  voluntary  and  miscliiev- 
ous  aspersion,  the  very  evil  which  the  law  of  libel  aims  to  avert. 
Bat  I  am  no  lawyer,  and  consult  none.    Nor,  in  such  a  case^  will 
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I^^THmc  there  b  need  of  nice  distinctions  and  constructions,  or 
v^y  ^^iposition  to  plead  the  statute  of  limitations  in  such  inat- 
^^  ^here  was  and  is  a  manifest  moral  wrong  in  allowing  such  a 
i*^^  in  such  a  case.     And  it  is  because  of  this  wrong,  that  I 
bave  taken  the  Ubertj  to  address  you  in  the  freest  manner  on  the 
•object,  and  now  ask  your  influence,  which  I  am  persuaded  is 
'w^' small  with  your  brethren  of  the  Association,  that  they  may 
not  delay  to  do  cheerfully  a  simple  act  of  justice,  by  erasing  the 
preamble  and  vote  in  question,  and  allowing  the  erasure  of  the 
record  to  have  its  proper,  immediate,  and  full  effect  in  giving  to 
Mr,  Fairchild  the  standing  in  the  Association  which  its  7/72- 
truthfulne$8  was  used  to  deprive  him  of.     It  seems  to  me  that 
toy  thing  less  would,  in  the  circumstances  at  this  time  of  day, 
Aivor  not  a  little  of  ministerial  prudery,  and  uncommendable 
Adherence  to  consistency  in  wrong,  under  the  pretence  of  puri- 
fying the  vessels  of  the  Lord. 

Even  if,  io  some  of  its  language,  the  council  at  Exeter  had 
given^  instead  of  having  refused  countenance  to  the  i)reamble  of 
the  Association,  still  the  cautious  qualitication  of  their  result, 
and  especially  their  deference  to  the  verdict  of  a  legal  tribunal, 
and  the  consequent  ministerial  relief  of  31  r.  Fairchild  provided 
for  in  their  result,  ought  to  operate  for  the  erasure  of  a  record 
claiming  to  rest  on  the  import  of  that  result ;  for  if  it  rests  at 
all  on  that  instrument,  it  rests  upon  it  as  a  whole  and  not  a  se- 
lected part,  qualitied  and  modified  by  some  other  part,  and  so 
having  its  full  and  proper  meaning  not  in  itself  alone,  but  in  its 
connection. 

In  whatever  light  I  look  at  the  record,  it  strikes  me  as  a 
grievous  hardship  in  addition  to  the  other  endurances  of  Mr. 
Fairchild ;  and  the  more  attentively  I  consider  it,  the  stronger 
is  my  conviction  that  a  prompt  and  magnanimous  retraction  of 
the  wrong,  will  be  deemed  a  privilege  by  every  one  who  loves 
the  right,  and  does  not  wish  to  ''judge  and  set  at  naught  his 
brother."  Not  only  the  error  of  originating  such  a  record  in 
such  circumstances,  when  public  assurance  had  been  given  by 
the  accused  of  a  voluntary  surrender  for  trial  in  a  reasonable 
time,  even  at  the  very  door  of  the  Association,  and  in  the  very 

?lace  where  suspicion  had  been  busiest  to  forestall  his  doom,  — 
Fay  not  only  the  original  error  calls  out  loudly  for  sheer  jus- 
tice, but  the  provision  of  the  result  of  council  and  its  etfect  in 
restoring  to  Mr.  Fairchild  his  oihce,  i)resent  to  the  Association 
an  opportunity  of  restoring  to  him  a  common  ministerial  privi- 
lege, and  thus  honoring  at  once  the  justice  and  the  humanity  of 
the  religioiilhey  profess  to  teach.    Not  to  erase  the  record  and 
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allow  the  full  effect  of  such  erasure,  would  be  to  exercise  a 
tyranny  foreign  to  the  genius  of  Congregationalism,  repugnant 
to  the  spirit  of  the  gospel,  and  adverse  to  all  true  liberty.  That 
reconl,  untrue  in  itself,  is  the  only  formal  and  otBcial  condem- 
nation of  Mr.  Fairchild  for  the  crimes  alleged  against  him.  No 
other  record  denies  him  any  wonted  ministerial  standing.  No 
verdict  of  a  jury  touches  his  character.  No  result  of  council 
affects  his  office.  No  council  or  court  would  have  dared  on 
any  evidence  to  condemn  him  without  a  citation  to  appear  be- 
fore it,  and  confront  his  accusers.  But  the  record  of  the  Asso- 
ciation condemns  and  inflicts  punishment  without  the  semblance 
of  a  trial  by  themselves  and  against  the  verdict  of  a  jury,  pre- 
indorsed  by  a  result  of  council.  Such  tyranny  would  be  a  re- 
proach anywhere ;  but  more  than  anywhere  else  on  the  spot 
best  known  on  all  the  face  of  the  earth  for  its  early,  strenuooSy 
and  successful  defence  of  civil  and  religious  liberty. 

I  cannot  reasonably  be  suspected  of  any  special  predilection 
or  bias  in  favor  of  Mr.  Fairchild  as  an  incentive  to  this  nninten- 
tionally  long  epistle ;  for  though  he  was  a  college  class  mate, 
our  sympatliies  never  drew  us  much  together,  and  probably 
in  all  my  life  I  have  never  been  in  his  company  as  many  hours 
as  I  was  years  with  him  in  college.  I  have  endeavored  to  look 
at  his  present  case,  as  exhibited  by  credible  evidence ;  and  in 
my  sincere  conviction  of  the  unintended,  but  real  injury  done 
him  by  the  Association,  I  have  ventured  to  express  frankly  my 
thoughts  to  you  as  a  member  of  that  respected  body,  and  espec- 
ially as  one  in  whom  I  have  had  the  pleasure  to  see  an  ardent 
love  of  justice  tempered  with  equal  resolution  and  good-will. 

With  affectionate  regard,  your  brother  in  the  gospel  ministry, 

George  Allen. 

But  this  letter,  so  forcible  and  convincing  in  arga- 
ment,  and  so  just  and  conclusive  in  reasoning,  had  no 
more  effect  upon  the  mind  of  Dr.  Adams  and  his  coad- 
jutors than  had  my  circular.  They  seemed  to  have  but 
one  object  in  view,  and  that  was  to  retain  that  gross 
libel  on  their  records,  and  thus  render  my  name  and 
memory  infamous  through  all  coming  time. 
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Imubdiatelt  after  I  left;,  the  conflict  began  between 
justice  and  injustice,  —  truth  and  falsehood.  As  I  was 
not  present  to  hear,  I  cannot  be  expected  to  state  all 
that  was  said  and  done,  or  the  order  in  which  the  dif- 
ferent speakers  addressed  the  meeting ;  but  I  shall  be 
aWe  to  give  a  correct  account  of  the  principal  matters 
^^n  and  there  transacted.  Ten  days  having  passed 
*uice  Mr.  Allen's  letter  was  received  by  Dr.  Beecher,  he 
™Q8thave  had  sufficient  time  to  examine  the  subject 
^  prepare  an  answer.  I  was  told  that  he  did  attempt 
to  answer  it.  But  he  has  been  sufficiently  shrewd  not 
to  let  his  answer  meet  the  eye  of  Mr.  Allen,  through  the 
public  press  or  otherwise. 

My  fiiend  and  college  class  mate,  the  late  Bev.  Louis 
Bwight,  advocated  the  rescinding  of  that  preamble  and 
yote^  in  a  speech  of  much  power  and  eloquence.  And 
I  should  have  supposed  that  his  address  would  have 
had  some  efiect  on  the  mind  of  Dr.  Adam&  and  his  ad- 
herents. Mr.  Dwight  had  known  me  intimately  all  my 
college  life.  He,  and  Dr.  Barstow  of  Keene,  and  my- 
self, were  the  only  professors  of  religion  in  our  class,  if 
I  remember  correctly,  till  senior  year.  It  therefore  de- 
volved on  us  three,  for  years,  to  take  the  lead  in  our 
weekly  prayer-meetings,  which  were  attended  by  many 
of  our  class  mates.  This  brought  Mr.  Dwight  and  my- 
self into  firequent  and  close  connection;  and  he  had 
kept  his  eye  on  my  ministerial  life  all  along  down  to 
that  time.  And  I  understood  that  he  stated  to  the 
Association,  that  no  suspicion  of  impurity  was  ever 
whispered    against    me,    to  his    knowledge,  till   the 

16» 


186  REMARKABLB  INCIDSNTS  IN  THE 

attempt  was    made    so    to    impeach    me    in    South 
Boston. 

Dr.  Burgess  had  received  a  letter  from  the  late  Rev. 
Dr.  Cogswell,  dated  Gilmantou,  N.  H.,  June  19, 1849, 
who  was  a  member  of  the  Association,  excusing  himself 
for  not  being  able  to  attend  the  meeting, —  an  extract 
from  which  was  read  to  the  Association,  and  is  as  fol- 
lows :  — 

Brother  Fairchild's  case,  I  have  always  viewed  much  as  70a 
have.  And  I  think  that  the  treatment  he  has  received  from 
some  of  his  brethren  was  unnecessary,  unjustifiable,  and  cnieL 
The  action  in  relation  to  him  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association, 
if  I  understand  it  aright,  was  altogether  premature,  even  on  the 
ground  that  he  is  guilty;  and  highly  reprehensible  on  the 
ground  that  he  is  innocent.  This  I  think  is  the  more  general 
impression  out  of  Boston.  According  to  the  result  of  the 
council  at  Exeter,  upon  his  acquittal  by  the  civil  tribunal,  I 
consider  that  he  was  in  regular  ministeriiU  standing.  I  consider 
also  that  his  settlement  at  South  Boston  was  regular  and  valid, 
both  in  a  civil  and  ecclesiastical  sense.  Consequently,  according 
to  all  just  propriety  and  just  proceedings,  the  vote  of  the  Asmv* 
ciation  respecting  him  alluded  to,  ought  to  have  been  rescinded 
immediately.  Not  to  do  so  is  rebellion  against  government, 
and  a  disregard  of  all  laws  and  usages,  both  civil  and  ecclesias- 
tical. 

The  remarks  of  Dr.  Burgess  in  favor  of  rescinding 
the  preamble  and  vote  of  January  7,  1845,  were  com- 
mitted to  paper,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy :  — 


There  are  four  reasons  why  I  prefer  to  note  down  my 
marks  on  paper,  namely,  brevity^  accuracy  of  statemefUy  eoitrv- 
nience  of  reference^  and  calmness  of  mind.  And  there  are  two 
reasons  why  I  plead  to  be  heard,  namely,  that  I  do  not  often 
consume  the  time  of  the  Association,  and  that  I  have  had  ad- 
vantages to  make  a  fair  and  intelligent  estimate  of  the  evidence 
in  this  c^se,  —  having  sat  in  the  council  at  Exeter,  and  attended 
in  the  court  house  in  Boston  during  the  whole  time  that  the 
evidence  was  given  in ;  and  it  is  only  by  a  comparison  of  the 
two  that  one  can  see  the  true  worth  of  the  testimony. 
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lutferlj  disclaim  partialitj,  hypocrisy,  or  connivance  at  sin. 
Nor  do  I  stand  where  I  am  at  my  own  election.     Without  my 

choice  I  was  sent  to  Exeter ;  and  only  from  a  sense  of  duty  did 

IfoIW  up  the  development  of  the  matter  till  the  bubble  burst. 

-And  now,  while  I  retain  my  reason  and  a  good  conscience,  I 

cuiDot  take  any  other  position  than  where  I  stand.     My  under- 

t^ing  and  conscience  bind  me  in  anticipation  of  my  final 

account. 

H'^hat  I  say  15  to  define  my  own  position,  and  not  to  convince 

others.     Right  or  wrong,  the   day  I  suppose  is  past  for  the 

change  of  opinion  in  the  members  of  this  Association,  and  we 

iave  only  to  cultivate  mutual  kindness,  —  bo  willing  to  differ, 

and  show  a  proper  respect  for  each  other's  judgment. 

^ow  to  the  case.  And  one  thing  at  a  time.  Let  other  mat- 
ters be  examined  at  the  proper  time  and  place. 

1  have  known  Mr.  Fairchild  more  than  thirty  years,  a  labo- 
rious and  successful  pastor,  —  blessed  with  repeated  revivals, 
—  a  zealous  and  popular  preacher,  —  particularly  acceptable  in 
protracted  meetings  and  on  public  occa^^ions,  —  a  skilful  de- 
fender of  the  faith,  —  a  confidential  friend  of  eminently  saga- 
cious and  good  men  ;  and  never  have  I  detected  in  him  indica- 
tions of  uncliastity  or  falsehood. 

When  this  flagrant  report  came  abroad,  I  was  on  a  journey 
in  the  Western  States.  I  supposed  that  my  brother,  after  a 
ascf  ul  and  honorable  course,  had  fallen,  to  his  shame  and  eartiily 
ruin ;  and  I  repeated  to  myself,  ^  Let  him  that  tliinketh  he 
standetli,  take  heed  lest  he  fall." 

The  payment  of  money  was  the  first  suspicious  circumstance. 
If  it  had  been  a  merchant  or  a  civilian,  I  had  thought  less  of  it. 
The  begging  letter  to  Khoda  would  be  easily  explained  after  the 
{MLj^nent  of  money,  and  did  not  much  trouble  me.  ller  story 
was  plausible  and  not  improbable,  except  the  scene  in  the 
drama  involving  her  seduction,  and  the  final  interview  to  which 
she  would  have  us  trace  the  paternity  of  the  child,  —  both  of 
which  always  appeared  to  me  to  be  badly  fabricated  and  greatly 
wanting  in  probability.  The  confirmation  by  the  father  and 
sister  was  less  than  nothing. 

We  iiad,  then,  her  charges  on  the  one  side,  and  his  solemn 
denial  on  the  other.  What  might  be  the  motives  and  tempta- 
tions to  each,  —  which  wa^  entitled  to  crcd(;nce,  wo  must  estimate 
and  look  well,  says  a  judgo,  to  the  sources  of  evi<lence.  It  is  ea^y 
to  Kce  tliatshe  mijii^htbe  afraid  to  f^o  honw  to  irive  l)irtli  to  a  child 
without  money.  It  is  easy  to  see  that  she  might  ieol  unable  to 
extort  money  from  any  one,  unless  from  Mr.  Fairchild  or  Mi% 
Shailer. 
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It  will  be  recollected,  that  iiceording  to  the  testimony  at  Exe- 
ter, she  accused  Mr.  Faircliild  under  the  irai>ortunate  and  alarm- 
ing urgency  of  Mr.  Sliailer,  her  former  pastor,  and   with  the- 
promise  (as  will  afterwards  appear)  of  double  pay  from  the  dea- 
cons at  South  Boston.     It  will  be  remembered,  too,  that  if  her 
testimony  is  true,  it  proves  that  Mr.  Fairchild  is  not  simply  the 
seducer  of  his  chaste  maid-servant,  but  the  gross  perverter  of 
God's  word,  —  the  impious  trifler  in  sacred  things,  interming- 
ling* prayers  and  |K)llutions  on  the  family  altar  daily,  —  the  as- 
tounding liar  in  the  apprehended  moment  of  death,  —  the  mur- 
derer of  his  confiding  wife,  —  the  adulterer  with  the  female 
members  of  his  church,  —  the  fiend  of  hell  in  human  shape. 
Her  words  to  the  moderator  of  the  council,  that  "  she  always 
had  her  own  way  with  Mr.  Fairchild,'*  did  not  favor  the  idea  of 
involuntary  seduction. 

At  the  close  of  the  council  at  Exeter,  we  could  do  no  lem 
than  suspend  Mr.  Fairchild  from  the  official  work  of  the  min* 
Lstry,  and  refer  the  ultimate  decision  of  the  case  to  a  future  ses- 
sion of  the  council,  —  to  another  council,  or  to  a  civil  tribunal 
which  could  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses.  It  was  a 
gloomy  suspense  to  all  parties. 

But  evidence  soon  began  to  be  developed  at  Abington,  Taun- 
ton, and  Maine.  Mr.  Fairchild  gave  public  notice  that  he 
should  appeal  to  a  civil  tribunal.  I  learned  by  a  layman  in  the 
country  that  Deacon  Drake  wiis  much  disturbed  by  this  notice. 
I  learned  that  the  truthful  Irish  woman  who  succeeded  Rhoda 
in  Mr.  Fairchild's  family,  was  visited  by  three  men  who  offered 
two  hundred  dollars  if  she  would  sign  her  name  to  the  paper 
saying  that  Khoda  came  there  and  went  up  into  Mr.  Fairchild's 
library,  and  was  locked  in  with  him  alone.  I  learned  tliat  the 
hotel-keeper  at  Taunton  would  testify  that  Ilhoda  said  to.him 
that  she  wjus  to  receivti  twice  as  much  money  for  swearing 
against  Mr.  Fairchild.  I  learned  that  Mr.  Davidson,  the  father 
of  Khoda,  had  said  to  one  that  no  minister  had  any  thing  to 
do  with  the  matter ;  to  another  that  Mr.  Fairchild  never  made 
any  confession  to  him ;  to  another,  (a  brother-in-law,)  that  Mr. 
Fairchild  protested  that  he  never  had  any  improper  connection 
with  his  daughter,  but  that  he  paid  her  money  to  prevent  the 
threiitened  scandal.  I  learned  that  Rhoda's  confidential  friend 
would  make  disclosures  of  the  most  flagrant  character  in  re- 
spect to  her  career  in  Boston. 

The  day  of  trial  came.  I  was  in  the  court  room  at  an  early 
hour.  The  case  did  not  open  with  any  assurance  on  the  part 
cf  the  prosecution.     The  principal  witness  appeared.     And 
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hsn  a  the  whole  point  of  the   matter  as  to  her  testimony. 
What  infatuation,  if  there  was  any  worth  in  any  part  of  her  tes- 
timony!    How  totally  different  from  her  testimony  hefore  the 
council  at  Exeter !     There  is  now  no  attic  scene,  —  no  shutting 
of  a  window,  —  do  rain,  —  no   bolt  on   the   door,  —  no   lying 
Awn  on  the  bed,  —  no  solicitations,  —  no  resistance,  —  no  hor- 
riWe  iScripture  pleadings  from  Solomon  or  Ijot,  —  no  convuL*ivo 
weeping,  —  no   soothing   comforts    afterwards,  —  no    sarcastic 
ka^ing  the  next  morning.      There  is  no  seduction  pretended  ; 
or  she  does  not  know  when,  or  where,  or  by  whom.     No.      This 
mott  (utounding  scene  in  the  whole  drama,  as  exhibited  before  t/ie 
council  isj  in  court,  left  out,  —  is  blotted  out,  —  is  repudiated,  — 
If  admitted  to  be  a  fiction  !  ! 

She  begins  her  story  about  two  weeks  later.  She  lays  the 
scene,  not  in  the  attic,  as  she  did  at  Exeter,  but  in  the  nursery 
OD  the  lower  floor.  She  makes  no  intimation  of  seduction,  re- 
•istancey  Scripture  pleadings,  etc.  (Here  the  prosecuting  at- 
torney folds  up  his  arms  and  whispers  ^'  that  overturns  my 
dish."  And  some  young  man  at  my  side,  said,  *^  well  done 
Bhoda !  now  see  if  you  can  stick  to  that ! ")  The  whole  plot  is 
changed.  Her  statement  at  Exeter  was  under  oath.  That  was 
doubtless  true,  if  any  thing  was  true.  But  she  denies  the  main 
item  in  it  under  oath !  No  confirming  evidence  was  introduced 
on  the  part  of  the  prosecution.  I  hesitate  not  to  say  that  tlie 
fiUher's  and  sister's  testimony  was  less  than  nothing,  —  that  they 
had  better  liave  l>een  kept  away.  Mr.  Thomas  W.  Phillips 
gaid,  **  that  clinches  the  evidence  in  his  favor."  Bradford  Sum- 
ner, £sq.t  who  has  examined  the  whole  matter,  said,  '*  I  have 
not  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  on  my  mind  as  to  his  innocence." 
And  now  as  to  our  vote  and  record. 

1.  It  asserts  his  deposition  by  the  council,  which  was  never 
true,  or  pretended.     It  was  suspension  only. 

2.  It  declares  him  to  be  proved  guilty  of  seduction  and  adul- 
tery, which  the  council  do  not  declare. 

3.  It  charges  him  with  falsehood  in  the  denial,  which  surely 
remains  to  be  seen. 

The  vote  must  be  rescinded,  or  we  must  i>rei»are  to  defend  it 
aft  the  tribunal  of  public  sentiment,  atid,  if  necessity  require  it, 
in  the  civil  court.  Where  we  should  look  for  a  particle  of  e>i- 
denoe,  I  do  not  know. 
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CHAPTER  XVIII. 

If  Mr.  Allen's  letter  had  failed  to  convince  Dr. 
Adams  of  his  error,  it  would  seem  that  the  remarks  of 
Dr.  Burgess  must  open  his  eyes  to  see  his  true  position, 
as  he  had  been  placed  in  circumstances  the  most  favoc* 
able  for  forming  a  correct  judgment  in  the  matter,  hay- 
ing heard  all  the  testimony  before  the  council  and  in 
court.  But  Dr.  Adams  gives  up  not  a  particle  of  his 
opposition.  Nothing  daunted  by  this  letter  and  these 
remarks,  he  begins  his  plea  in  favor  of  retaining  on 
their  records  that  unblest  preamble  and  vote,  which  he 
knew  to  be  false,  as  well  as  he  knew  that  midnight  is 
not  noon. 

One  would  have  supposed  that  Dr.  Adams,  after 
leaving  Mr.  Brigham's  office,  would  never  again  attempt 
to  fix  on  me  an  infamous  disease.  But  no ;  on  this 
subject  he  seems  to  have  become  a  perfect  monomaniac 
He  is  therefore  ready  to  make  one  more  effort  to  get  a 
falsehood  out  of  that  document,  that  thereby  he  may 
render  me  odious  to  the  Association,  and  prevent  them 
from  doing  a  simple  act  of  justice  to  themselves  as  well 
as  to  me,  by  expunging  a  grossly  wicked  libel  from  their 
records.  That  document  had  not  then  been  published ; 
and  I  presume  there  were  only  three  copies  of  it  in 
existence,  —  one  on  record  in  the  Registry  of  Deeds 
office,  one  with  Deacon  Drake,  and  the  other  in  my 
possession.  A  copy  of  the  document  was  lying  on  the 
table  before  him,  and  he  proceeds  to  read  certain  ex- 
tracts and  to  comment  thereon,  confidently  affirming 
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that  there  is  proof  of  my  guilt  in  that  paper,  beyond  all 
leasonable  doubt.  As  a  corroborative  circumstance,  he 
slates  to  the  Association  that  Dr.  Hayward  refused  to 
attend  Mrs.  Fairchild  as  her  physician  on  account  of 
my  vicious  habits,  —  a  statement  not  only  shamefully 
&lse,  but  contemptibly  mean.  What  possible  motive 
oonld  have  led  him  to  such  an  ungentlemanly  act, 
CMept  the  wish  to  blast  her  chamcter  as  well  as  my 
own  in  view  of  the  Association  ?  Her  firm  adherence 
to  me  in  all  my  troubles,  as  well  as  her  unwavering 
fcith  in  my  innocence,  was  well  known  to  the  gentJe- 
men  present;  and  by  thus  slurring  her,  he  doubtless 
cipected  to  bring  her  down  to  the  same  state  of  degra- 
dation in  which  he  was  endeavoring  to  place  me.  But 
on  this  topic  I  cannot  dwell.  I  feel  deeply  mortified  in 
hring  thus  forced  to  speak  at  all  about  the  private 
iflairs  of  my  family. 

Dr.  Adams  further  stated  to  the  Association,  that  a 
lawyer  of  much  distinction  in  this  city,  whose  word 
would  have  much  weight  with  the  Association,  if  he 
was  at  liberty  to  announce  it,  on  hearing  some  further 
statements  about  the  case,  had  lately  said,  ^^  K  he  is 
such  a  man,  I  will  have  nothing  more  to  do  with  his 
case," — thus  giving  the  Association  to  understand  that 
the  eminent  lawyer  was  convinced  that  I  was  such  a 
man ;   and  those  very  statements  which  made  this  law- 
yer thus  express  himself,  were  statements  made  to  him 
oomiDg  second  hand  from  Dr.  Adamses  own  lips  !     On 
hearing  these  statements,  the  eminent    lawyer    said, 
**  If  he  is  such  a  man,"  etc.     And  if  Itaere  such  a  man, 
iriiat  lawyer  of  distinction  would  have  any  thing  to  do 
with  me?     Dr.  Adams  must  not  think,  at  this  late  day, 
with  all  the  light  now  shining  on  the  subject,  that  his 
statements  about  me,  however  solemnly  made,  can  have 
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much  weight  with  any  man  who  has  a  mind  and  a  con- 
scionce  of  his  own,  unless  it  be  among  some  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Suffolk  South  Association.  They  seem  to 
have  a  wonderful  facility  in  believing  that  gentleman's 
statements,  however  inconsistent  they  may  be. 

I  have  already  spoken  of  the  Rev.  Louis  Dwight  as 
present  at  that  meeting.  I  will  now  give  his  testi- 
mony, taken  from  the  notes  of  Mr.  Clifford.  Mr. 
Dwight  says :  — 

Dr.  Adams,  in  his  remarks  at  the  meeting  of  the  Association 
in  July,  1849,  referred  to  a  roll  on  the  table  in  a  very  signifi- 
cant manner,  as  containing  something  from  the  records  in  rela- 
tion to  Mr.  Fairchild's  having  thef  gonorrhea.  It  was  referred 
to  in  such  a  way  as  to  stagger  me.  Dr.  Adams  referred  to  the 
document  as  containing  indubitable  proof  of  Mr.  Fairchild's 
guilt.  This  was  in  conversation  with  me.  He  was  sitting  next 
to  me.  I  said  to  him,  "  If  that  contains  testimony  from  Dr. 
Ilayward  to  prove  that  Mr.  Fairchild  had  that  disease,  it  is  in- 
consistent with  what  Dr.  Harvard  lias  told  me  in  private." 

Hearing  the  next  day  the  use  which  Dr.  Adams  had 
made  of  that  deposition,  J  took  my  copy  and  went  over 
to  Brookline,  to  learn  something  more  about  the  matter 
from  Rev.  Mr.  Haven.  And  while  there  I  read  to  him 
so  nmch  of  the  deposition  as  would  enable  him  clearly 
to  see  what  its  statements  were.  After  hearing  it,  he 
expressed  the  greatest  surprise.  He  exclaimed,  "  Are 
those  things  which  you  have  been  reading  really  con- 
tained in  the  document  from  which  Mr.  Adams  read  to 
us  yesterday  ?  "  I  told  him  they  were.  "  Well,  he  read 
nothing  of  that  kind  to  us ;  if  he  bad,  his  object  would 
have  been  totally  defeated." 

And  what  an  unjust  and  disgraceful  method  did  Dr. 
Adams  take  to  accomplish  his  object!  For  what  had 
Dr.  Hayv^'ard's  attendance  on  me,  or  refusing  to  attend  on 
Mrs.  Fairchild,  or  the  changed  opinion  of  a  distinguished 
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lawyer,  supposing  it  all  to  be  true,  —  what  had  it  to  do 
with  the  case  before  them  ?  They  were  called  1  here  to 
act  on  my  request  to  expunge  from  their  book  of  records 
a  vote  and  preamble  oMal.sehood  and  infamy,  that  it 
might  not  go  down  to  future  generations  to  stigmatize 
my  memory,  and  not  to  discuss  such  matters  as  Dr. 
Adams  was  obtruding  on  their  attention.  What,  then, 
could  have  been  his  purpose  in  thus  introducing  topics 
£»o  foreign  from  the  object  of  their  meeting,  but  to  ren- 
der me  odious  and  detestable  to  the  gentleinen  then 
present?  I  do  not  wish  to  sit  in  judgment  on  Dr. 
Adams ;  it  is  not  my  province,  though  he  has  so  arro- 
gantly assumed  it  in  relation  to  me.  But  if  he  be  a 
good  man  after  all  this  wrongdoing,  persisted  in  for  so 
many  years,  (and  there  is  much  more  of  a  similar  char- 
acter yet  to  be  developed,)  I  think  that  every  reader  will 
say  that  the  doctrine  of  falling  from  grace,  as  eml>raced 
by  our  good  Methodist  brethren,  must,  after  all,  be  the 
true  doctrine. 

I  wish  now  to  take  my  leave  of  Dr.  Adams  so  far  as 
relates  to  his  many  and  oft  repeated,  though  thwarted 
cfibrts  to  fix  upon  me,  by  vicious  practices,  an  opprobri- 
ous disease,  committing  him  and  Ids  unfortunate  asso- 
ciates in  tills  disgusting  afl'air,  to  the  merited  and  scath- 
ing rebuke  of  Mr.  Cliftbrd,  only  adding  that  if  Dr. 
Adams,  as  an  honest  and  educated  man,  had  ever  read 
a  medical  book  of  any  acknowledged  authority,  ha 
would  never  have  been  found  furnishing  materials,  and 
criticizing  sentences,  and  eliminating  passages  in  his 
Medical  Fact,  unless  he  wished  to  make  himself  an 
object  of  ridicule  among  all  men  of  literary  attain- 
ments. But  whether  his  treatment  of  me  in  this  mat- 
ter is  to  be  attributed  to  ignorance  or  malice,  is  a  ques- 
tion for  my  readers  to  determine.      Charity  bids  me 

17 


lUl  itii.M  \KKAr.i.c  i.vrii»i:Nrs  IN  Tin: 

hope,  lor  his  sake,  (though  hoping  against  hop(\)  tliat  ir 
is  a  sin  of  ignorance,  which  it  may  please  God  "t(Z_ 
wink  at." 

At  the  close  of  the  meeftng,  Dr.  Burgess  and   Mr  — 
Dwight  requested  permission  to  enter  their  protest  dim. 
record,  that  it  might  be  known,  in  all  future  time,  thafc 
their  voice  was  raised  against  perpetrating  and  perpetu- 
ating such  iniquity.      But  Dr.  Adams  objected.      Dr. 
Burgess  said  he  would  enter  his  protest,  if  allowed,  only 
iu  two  words,  —  ^^ false  and  libellous  !  "     But  no ;   this 
privilege  could  not  be  granted,  as  Dr.  Adams  said  "it 
would  be  disrespectful  to  the  Association ! "     But  he 
could  see  no  disrespect  to  God  or  man  in  recording,  and 
retaining,  and  justifying  in  their  book  one  of  the  gross- 
est libels  that  was  ever  penned!  no  disrespect  at  all  in 
persisting  in  a  palpable  breach  of  the  ninth  command- 
ment, but  very  respectful  to  persecute  a  man  with  un- 
tiring energy  for  ten  years,  for  being  only  suspected  of  a 
breach  of  the  seventh. 

The  next  day  I  received  from  the  scribe  the  follow- 
ing note :  — 

South  Boston,  July  11,  1849. 
To  J.  11.  FAmcniLD:  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  The  Suffolk  South  Association  direct  me  to  send 
to  you  the  following  general  rcs^ult  of  the  meeting  yc.<t^»rday. 
Full  cojiies  of  tlieir  votes  will  bo  forwjirded  to  you  as  soon  oa 
the  minutes  are  corrected  so  that  I  am  able  to  make  them  out 
by  authority  of  the  Association. 

1.  A  motion,  *^That  the  vote  of  January  7,  1845,  on  the  case 
of  Mr.  Fairchild,  be  rescinded,"  was  decided  in  the  negative. 

2.  They  have  adopted  a  declarative  vote  to  show  what  were 
th(j  views  of  the  Association  at  the  time  when  the  preamble  and 
vote  of  January  7,  1845,  were  passed,  by  introducing  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Exeter  Council  into  a  new  drafl  of  said  preanible 
and  vote. 

3.  They  have  appointed  a  committee  of  three  to  consider 
whether  any  further  entry  upon  our  minutes  is  desirable 
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reference  to  the  prooticdings  of  the  civil  court  and  installing 
council.    Yours  respf(!t fully, 

J.  "\V.  Alvord,  Scribe  of  the  Association, 

Having  previously  engaged  to  exchange  pulpits  on 
the  loth  of  July  with  Rev.  D.  D.  Tappan,  theji  paatoi 
^     of  a  church  in  Marshfield,  I  sought  and  obtained  an  in- 
teniew  with  Mr.  Webster  at  his  house  on   Monday 
morning.      I   stated    my  case   to   him  fairly,   though 
bric/Iy,  and  asked  him  whetheV  I  could  hope  for  redress 
in  the  civil  court  ?    He  replied  that  my  case  was  a  very 
p/ain  one,  —  that  the  Association  had  uttered  a  libel 
against  me,  —  that  such  a  clerical  body  was  not  knowTi 
in  Jaw  in  Massachusetts,  —  that  they  had  no  more  legal 
right  to  place  such  a  preamble  and  vote  on  their  records 
than  twelve  men  in  a  bar  room  would  have  to  do  a  sim- 
ilar act,  and  were  just  as  responsible  to  the  law  for  it,  — 
that  I  might  sue  them  for  slander  coUectlvely  or  indU 
vulualff/j  and  that  the  law  would  sustain  me  in  either 
course, —  that  when  I  had  got  through  with   one,  I 
could  take  another,  till  all  who  originally  voted  to  [)ui 
them  on  record,  or  had  since  voted  to  retain  them  there, 
had  suffered  the   penalty  prescribed  by  law  for  such 
offences.    He  spoke  particularly  of  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions in  relation  to  my  case,  that  although  that  libellous 
vote  was  put  on  record  in  January,  ]  SAf),  yet  as  I  had 
received  no  official  copy  till  May,  ]  849,  the  statute  of 
limitations  would  not  apply  to  the  cast?  till  May,  1851, — 
that  the  law  assumes  that  the  man  thus  slandered  is 
ignorant  of  it  till  he  has  a  certified  copy  of  the  n^cord 
which  contains  it,  and  that  therefore  as  I  had  no  legal 
knowledge  of  the  existence  of  the  slander  till  last  May, 
I  was  not  barred  by  any  law  from  commencing  a  civil 
prosecution,  till  tw^o  years  had  elapsed  from  the  date  of 
the  certificate  sent  mc  by  the  scribe.     This  is,  in  sub- 


ion  .  III:MA11KAT)LE   TNVTDEXT;?   IX   TnE 

stanci',  what  Mr.  Wol).st(T  5>aid  on  llie  inerits  of  mj^ 
case.  And  as  I  arose  to  depart,  having  expressed  m^ 
thanks,  and  been  assured  by  him  of  a  welcome  wittm 
that  indescribable  smile,  so  peculiarly  his  own,  the  lik^ 
of  which  I  never  saw  before,  and  never  expect  to  see? 
again  on  any  "human  face  divine,"  I  then  took  my 
leave  with  the  usual  salutations ;  and  as  he  received  my 
hand  he  said,  "  permit  me  to  give  you  one  word  of  ad- 
vice,— if  you  should  ever  be  placed  in  such  circum- 
stances again,  (which  I  hope  will  never  be,)  have  noth- 
ing to  do  with  an  Ecclesiastical  council.  They  are  th© 
last  body  of  men  on  earth,  however  wise  and  honest,  t<^ 
sit  in  judgment  in  such  a  case.  Their  education,  their 
habits,  their  profession,  are  all  unfavorable  to  the  exer- 
cise of  that  discrimination  so  essential  to  the  rights 
understanding,  and  thorough  sifting,  and  safe  applica- 
tion of  human  testimony." 

Shortly  after  my  return  from  Marshfield,  I  addressed 
the  following  letters  to  the  Hon.  Rufus  Choate :  — 

BosTOx,  July  23,  1849. 

Hon.  Rufus  Oioate  :  — 

]\ry  dear  Sir,  —  In  connection  with  this  note,  I  send  you  my 
circular  addressc^l  to  the  members  of  the  Suffolk  South  Asso- 
ciation. On  reading  it,  you  will  at  once  perceive  its  nature  and 
dosi«j;n. 

When  Mr.  Barllett  wrote  you  at  Washington,  requesting  you 
to  become  my  senior  counsel,  in  my  trial  before  tlie  Municipal 
Court,  you  declined  on  account  of  certiiin  circumstances  which 
you  did  not  specify.  Presuming  that  there  is  nothing  now  ex- 
isting to  prevent  you  from  counselling  me  in  private,  I  send  you 
this  note,  asking  you  to  advise  me,  a  poor,  injured,  oppressed, 
persecuted  clergyman,  wliat  I  can  do,  in  my  present  position, 
to  obtain  my  riglits,  which  have  been  most  unjustly  wrested 
from  me. 

I  never  received  till  the  second  day  of  last  May,  any  official 
notice  of  my  expulsion  from  the  Association.  I  never  once 
suspected  that  they  had  entered  a  vote  on  their  records  so 
totally  false  and  libellous.     But  since  I  have  been  officially 
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i  io/iMined  of  it,  by  having  a  certified  copy  ])iit  into  my  hands,  I 
I  kave  been  seeking  its  erasure.  To  accomplish  that  o])ject,  I 
j  lent  them  iny  circular.  They  have  recently  lield  a  meeting  to 
Ki  on  my  application ;  and  a  majority  voted  not  to  rescind, 
tittugli  I  am  told  that  a  resjiectable  minority  were  very  urgent 
that  the  vote  ,s«1iould  be  rescinded,  1)ecause  it  was  not  tnie,  and 
therefore  doing  me  great  injustice.  I  remonstrated  both  in  per- 
son and  by  letter  against  their  sitting  in  judgment  on  my  case, 
ind  cQiidenming  me  without  permitting  me  to  hear  and  answer 
fof  myself.  But  my  remonstrance;  availed  nothing  with  the 
Majority.  I  was  excluded;  and  I  left  them  solenndy  protesting 
■gainst  such  a  procedure,  as  a  violation  of  all  law,  human  and 
dnrine. 

It  seems  that  my  impartial  trial,  and  honorable  acquittal,  by 
™c civil  court,  did  not  satisfy  some  of  my  ministerial  brethren; 
*^  they  have  therefore  treated  me  ever  since,  just  as  though  I 
W  been  pronounced  guilty.  They  have  thus  set  up  their  own 
•puwn  as  panimount  to  the  opinion  of  hiwyers  and  judges 
•°d  jurors.  For  this  reason  I  now  ask  you,  as  one  learned  in 
j^  law,  to  counsel  me  as  to  what  course  I  ought  to  take.  I 
^Jou,  at  least,  to  admit  me  to  an  interview  with  you,  that  I 
"*^y  verbally  state  to  you  my  case  more  fully  than  1  can  do  by 
*'*ting.  Your  advice  would  be  of  great  service  to  me.  I  do 
P®pc  and  believe  that  it  is  in  your  power,  under  God,  to  put  mo 
*^  the  way  of  obtaining  relief,  and  of  restoring  to  mi*  my  just 
pghtd  as  a  minister  and  as  a  citizen.  God  knows  that  I  am 
""*<*ccnt  of  the  crimes  for  the  imputation  of  which  I  have  suf- 
^^  80  much ;  and  the  laws  of  my  country  proclaim  me  inno 
Wit  too.  Verily  I  liave,  like  Paul,  ^"been  in  perils  among 
fibe hrtthren**  Respectfully,  yours, 

J.  11.  Fairciiild. 

P.  S.  —  I  will  call  on  you  within  a  few  days,  either  at  your 
louse  or  oilicc.  J.  II.  F. 

Boston-,  July  27,  1849. 

Hon.  Rufus  Ciioate:  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  I  want  words  to  express  my  gratitude  to  you 
for  Uie  kind  manner  in  which  you  treated  me  yesterday. 
Knowing  that  your  time  was  precious,  I  did  not  say  all  that  I 
wished  to  say.  Excuse  me  for  expressing  a  few  additional 
thoughts  on  ]>aper. 

As  soon  as  Mr.  Adam^  aso(M*tains  that  I  am  making  prepara- 
tion to  obtain  my  rights  by  a  legal  prosecution,  he  will  doubtlesa 
to  70U  for  advice.    It  has  occurred  to  mo  that  a  plain 

17  • 
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Statement  of  the  case  by  you  would  convince  him  that  he  if 
wrong,  and  might  induce  him  to  do  me  justice,  without  com- 
pelling me  to  carry  the  matter  to  the  civil  court.  I  have  no 
wish  to  use  the  hiw  in  order  to  regain  my  rights.  All  I  ask  is 
that  the  Association  rescind  the  vote  on  their  records,  because 
tlie  professed  reason  of  it  is  a  fiction,  and  wholly  untrue  ;  and, 
consequently,  the  retaining  of  it  is  a  perpetuation  of  injustice 
towards  me.  "  That  vote,  false  in  itself,  is  the  only  formal  and 
olFicial  condemnation  of  me  for  the  crimes  of  which  I  have 
been  accused.  No  other  record  denies  me  any  wonted  ministe- 
rial standing.  No  verdict  of  a  jury  touches  my  character. 
No  result  of  council  affects  my  ollice."  I  am  the  regularly 
constituted  ])astor  of  a  regularly  constituted  church.  The  ven- 
erable Dr.  AVoods  of  Andover,  preached  my  installation  ser- 
mon. He  recently  spent  a  Sabbath  with  me,  and  preached  to 
my  people  both  parts  of  the  day. 

It  seems  to  me  that  you  might  convince  Mr.  Adams  that  lie 
cannot  safely  persist  in  treating  me  as  he  has  done,  on  the 
ground  of  his  impressions.  He  is  welcome  to  his  impressions ; 
but  he  has  no  right  to  use  them  to  injure  my  reputation  as  a 
man,  and  usefulness  as  a  minister.  He  was  not  a  witness  in 
court,  because  he  could  testify  to  nothing  but  impressions. 
Tiiis  he  was  permitted  to  do  at  Kxeter,  which  doubtless  led  the 
council  to  come  to  such  a  result  as  they  did ;  but  no  such  lib* 
erty  was  granted  him  in  court. 

l)o,  my  dear  Sir,  use  your  influence  to  have  this  matter  set- 
tled without  a  resort  to  civil  law.  '*  Blessed  are  Uie  peace- 
makers." I  want  nothing  but  a  simple  act  of  justice.  Let 
them  rescind  that  vote,  and  thus  restore  me  to  regular  standing,, 
and  then  I  will  immediately  iisk  for  a  hotter  of  dismission  and 
rcconunendation  to  the  AVoburn  Association,  or  to  some  other. 
I  have  no  wish  to  retain  my  connection  with  them  a  single  day 
af\er  I  am  restor(?d.  I  mention  the  Wobum  Association,  be- 
cause they  have  sent  a  unanimous  vote  to  the  Suffolk  South 
Association,  requesting  them  to  rescind  the  vote  by  which  I  was 
excluded.     This  shows  their  opinion  of  me. 

I  said  a  word  to  you  yesterday  about  that  disreputable  dis- 
ease whieh  Mr.  Adams  seems  so  desirous  to  (ix  upon  me. 
Judge  Warren  told  nie  that  this  story  came  to  his  ears  before 
he  engaged  to  be  my  advocate,  and  that  he  went  immediately  to 
his  friend  Dr.  Hay  ward,  to  consult  him  on  the  subject,  and  that 
he  was  perfectly  convinced  of  my  innocence  from  what  the 
doctor  slat(^d  to  hiiu ;  otherwise  he  would  never  have  consented 
to  defend  me  in  courts     If  Mr.  Adams  will  take  back  such  ia- 
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nn^Wtions,  and  cause  that  vote  to  be  rescinded,  he  will  hear 
nothing  farther  from  me.  This  will  be  to  act  in  accordance 
with  the  law  of  right  and  justice.  But  if  he  refuses  to  do  this, 
I  see  no  way  of  obtainin*;  my  rights  except  by  an  appeal  to  the 
btws  of'  my  country.  This  I  shall  do  with  great  reluctance, 
Mild  may  God  make  use  of  you  to  prevent  it. 

J  send  you  with  this  the  correspondence  between  Mr.  Adams 
and  myself.  It  would  be  unreasonable  in  me  to  expect  you  to 
read  the  whole  of  it.  But  I  do  earnestly  request  you  to  read 
three  pages,  namely,  the  38th,  43d,  and  44th.  You  will  thou 
have  a  bird's-eye  view  of  the  manner  in  which  he  has  treated 
me.  I  also  send  you  a  copy  of  the  preamble  and  vote  of  the 
Association,  which  I  am  seeking  to  have  rescinded. 

If  I  have  committed  an  impropriety  in  thus  addressing  you, 
let  my  peculiar  position  and  my  earnest  desire  to  regain  my 
rights  without  litigation  be  my  apology. 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.    11.    FAIRCniLD. 


CHAPTER   XIX. 

About  the  time  that  I  wrote  the  preceding  letters  to 
Mr.  Choate,  I  addressed  the  following  note  to  Rev.  J. 
W.  Alvord,  then  scribe  of  Suffolk  South  Association :  — 

Boston,  July  26,  1849. 
Rev.  J.  W.  Alvord  :  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  I  would  thank  you  to  furnish  me  with  a  coj)y  of 
the  doings  of  the  Association,  in  relation  to  my  ca<e,  from  the 
meeting  which  was  held  in  the  vestry  of  the  Phillips  Church  in 
June  or  July,  1844,  to  the  meeting  of  January  7th,  184o.  I 
presume  tlmt  you  can  have  no  objection  to  gnmting  thi<^  re- 
quest, since  you  read  them  all  to  me  by  oinlor  of  the  Associa- 
tion, in  your  last  meeting.  I  wish  for  the  names  of  all  the 
members  who  were  pn.'Sfnt  at  each  meeting,  —  the  names  of 
the  committee  appointed  at  the  meeting  in  your  vestry, — the 
pur|>05e  for  which  they  were  apjwinted,  —  a  copy  of  the  letter 
MDt  hj  the  Wobum  Association,  and  the  disposition  whicli  was 
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made  of  that  letter.     I  wish,  particularly^  for  a  full  and  conm-- 
plete  copy  of  the  records  of  your  meeting  in  January  7,  184i>« 
I  hope  that  you  will  attend  to  this  matter  without  any  uoDeces— 
sary  delay.     If  your  engagements  are  such  that  you  have  not 
time  to  transcribe   the  records,  I  will  readily  save   you  th« 
trouble  by  doing  it  myself  in  your  study  and  in  your  presence. 
Please  let  me  hear  from  you  soon. 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.  II.  Fairchild. 

To  this  note  Mr.  Alvord  replied  as  follows :  — 

South  Boston,  July  26,  1849. 
To  Mr,  J.  H.  Fairchild  :  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  Your  note  requesting  a  copy  of  the  doings  of 
the  Suffolk  South  Association  in  relation  to  your  C4i8e,  from 
July,  1844,  to  January  7, 1845,  is  just  received  And  in  reply, 
while  I  have  no  private  objections  to  your  request,  yet  sis  scribe 
of  the  Association,  (and  as  I  have  before  said  to  you,)  I  deem  it 
inconsistent  with  my  trust  to  put  in  circulation  copies  of  their 
minutes  without  their  consent.  Your  note  will  therefore  he 
communicated  to  the  body  <at  their  next  meeting,  and  if  so  au- 
thorized, I  will  cheerfully  furnish  the  papers  which  you  desire. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

J.  W.  Alvord. 

Mr.  Choate  either  refused  to  take  the  course  which  I 
had  requested  him  to  take,  or  if  he  did,  Dr.  Adams 
would  not  heed  him.  I  therefore  directed  my  junior 
counsel,  A.  B.  Ely,  Esq.,  to  cause  a  writ  to  be  served 
on  Dr.  Adams  the  2d  day  of  October,  1849,  and  com- 
menced a  suit  for  libel  and  slander,  which  was  entered 
for  action  in  the  Supreme  Court.  Shortly  after  this  I 
received  the  subjoined  note  from  Mr.  Choate :  —  . 

Boston,  October  15, 1849. 
Rev.  ]yiR.  FAmcniLD:  — 

Sir,  —  Not  having  heard  from  you,  I  apprehend  that  my  note 
of  last  week  may  have  miscarried. 

I  wrote  then,  and  do  now,  to  explain  the  position  which  I 
must  occupy  in  relation  to  your  suit  against  Mr.  Adams.  At  the 
interview  which  you  liad  with  me  at  my  office,  I  understood 
Crom  you  that  you  must  enter  a  suit  agauist  the  msgoritj  of  thv 
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Association  for  their  recorded  acts.  It  never  occurred  to  me  * 
fer  a  moment  tlmt  my  minister  was  to  be  sinprled  out  tor  this 
kind  of  proceeding,  and  that  an  accusation  personal  to  him,  — 
dwrirainating  between  him  and  the  other  members  of  the  cleri- 
«1  body  with  whom  he  acts,  and  of  whom,  in  their  conjoint 
cipftcity,  you  led  me  to  believe  you  projjosod  to  complain,  — 
was  thought  of.  I  was,  therefore,  greatly  surprised  and  j>ained 
at  findiFig  him  thus  aimed  at  in  what  I  hear  is  the  nature  of 
jonr  action. 

I  do  not  presume  to  censure  your  course.  But  I  feel  it  to 
J>P  proper  to  apprize  you  that,  while  in  a  suit  against  the  ma- 
joriiy  of  tlie  Association,  for  a  joint  oificial  act,  —  the  only  one 
0*  which  you  gjive  me  any  hint,  —  I  should  iiave  taken  no' part, 
yt't  ill  the  defence  of  any  snit  against  Mr.  Adams  alone  and 
personally,  I  shall  certainly  act  as  his  counsel. 

I  am,  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

RUFUS    CHOATE. 

The  following  1»  my  reply:  — 

Boston,  Oct.  25,  1S49. 
Hox.  RuFirs  Choate  :  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  Your  note  of  the  l.'ith  inst.  has  been  re- 
ceivetl,  and  I  have  received  no  other.  At  the  time  of  its  nrrival 
I  was  out  of  the  city ;  otherwise  I  should  have  answered  it  at 
an  csirlier  diite. 

I  am  not  much  surpri-sed  that  you  have  consented  to  act  as 
counsel  for  Mr.  Adams;  for  while  you  assured  nie  that  you 
would  not  do  so  for  any  other  member  of  the  Association,  yet 
you  exeept«?d  him  on  the  ground  that  he  is  your  minister,  in 
case  he  should  insi>t  upon  it.  But  you  gave  m(;  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  you  should  army  yourself  against  me  with  great 
reluctance,  even  at  his  request. 

But  I  will  frankly  tell  you  what  does  surprise  me  very  much. 
It  is  the  fact  mentioned  in  your  note,  that  it  never  occurred  to 
you  for  a  moment  that  your  minister  was  to  be  singled  out  for 
this  kind  of  proceeding.  Let  me  here  state  to  you  the  sub- 
stance of  our  conver>ation.  As  soon  as  I  entered  your  oHico 
you  received  me  very  kindly,  and  immediately  on  finishing  a 
sentence  which  you  were  writing,  you  said  to  me  that  you  had 
received  my  note,  and  that  the  only  reason  for  declining  acting 
ms  my  counsel  in  the  Municipal  Court,  wiis,  that  you  expected 
Mr.  Adams  would  be  a  witness  against  me,  and  that  you  did 
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not  lik«^  to  come  in  collision  with  your  minif^tcr.   But  joii  added 
that  when  you  perceived  he  was  not  a  witness,  you  very  riuch 
re«i;rette(l  that  you  did  not  take  my  case.     You  also  expressed 
the  greatest  a.?toni»hment  that  sensible  men  should  give  credit 
to  such  a  witness  as  the  girl  who  testified  against  me  in  court- 
As  my  note  to  you  contained  the  circular  which  I  htid  ad- 
dressed to  all  the  members  of  the  Association,  you  of  course 
saw  the  bearings  of  the  case ;   and  you  remarked  that  there 
were  now  still  stronger  reasons  why  you  could  not  act  as  my 
counsel  in  the  pending  case,  since  Mr.  Adams  must  necessarily 
be  a  party  concerned.     I  then  stated  to  you  my  interview  with 
Mr.  AVebster,  and  his  opinion  of  my  case.     To  all  his  views  I 
undei-stood  you   to  giv(j  your  ready  assent.     I  told  you  tliat  I 
must  select  out  Mr.  Adams  from  the  others,  because  I  had 
against  them  only  one  count,  —  that  of  libel ;  but  against  him  I 
had  ^ fro,  —  libel  and  slander.     The  libel  Mim  the  false  vote  on 
their  records,  —  the  slander  "was^  the  gonorrha-a  story  which,  I 
was  told,  he  had  been  relating  before  the  Association,  at  their 
hist  meeting.     I  assured  you  that  he  might,  with  a«  much  truth, 
have  accused  me  of  all  the  crimes  ever  perpetrated  by  man. 
1  told  you  timt  my  wife's  father  was  visiting  me  when  th«».  Asso- 
ciation vot(!d  not  to  rescind ;  and  that  he,  an  eminently  pious 
man,  charged  me  to  carry  this  matter  into  the  civil  court  ;^ 
that  it  was  a  duty  which  I  owed  to  him  as  well  as  to  his  daush* 
ter  and  grandchildren  ;  and  that  he  would  not  excuse  me  if  I 
declined  doing  it.     1  also  assured  you  that  my  mind  was  fully 
made  uj) ;  —  tliat  I  wouhl  not  endure  such  treatment  any  longer; 
—  that  if  I  were  in  the  Presbyt<^rian  Church  I  could  go  from 
Presbytery  to  Synod,  and  from  Synod  to  the  General  Assem- 
bly, and  thus  obtain  my  rights;  but  that  in  the  Congregational 
government  T  could  go  no  further,  and  that  I  must  now  have 
recourse  to  tlu*  laws  of  my  country.     You  replied  that  you  did 
not  blame  me,  and  that  you  saw  but  one  dilliculty  in  my  way 
and  tliat  was  the  danger  of  finding  on  the  jury  some  personal 
fri<*nds  of  3Ir.  Adams,  and  that  this  might  affect  the  amount  of 
damages.     I  replied  that  money  wjis  not  so  much  my  object  aa 
the  vindication  of  my  character;  —  that  the  facts  Jis  published 
in  court,  would  be  known  by  the  peoj)le,  and  that  ///ey  would  be 
my  jury.     You  suggested  that  the  difliculty  you  had  mentioned 
might  be  renunlied  by  my  removing  into  Dorchester,  and  having 
the  trial  in  another  county.     To  this  I  at  once  objected,  be- 
cause it  would  not  only  be  inconvenient  to  do  so,  but  it  would 
seem  to  say  that  I  distrusted  my  feUow-citizens,  and  was  afraid 
to  be  tried  by  them,  which  was  not  the  case.     To  this  you 
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MTitcd,  an<1  thought,  on  the  whole,  that  it  would  be  best  to  have 
the  trial  iir  Boston.  I  told  you  that  I  was  poor,  and  had  no 
money  to  fee  a  hiwyer,  and  asked  you  how  it  would  do  to  let 
Mr.  Ely  ph;ud  my  cause  in  court,  and  to  state  that  lie  did  it 
gratuitov^ly,  because  he  knew  it  to  be  founded  in  truth  and 
righteoujiness,  and  ought  to  prevail  in  opi)osition  to  the  ablest 
lawyers  who  might  be  employed  and  richly  teed  by  th(^  other 
party.  You  approved  of  my  sugg(;stion  ;  but  added  that,  while 
you  regardr^d  Mr.  Ely  as  an  able  man,  and  capable  of  doing 
jujitice  to  the  subject,  yet  I  need  not  be  surprised  if  some  one  of 
our  elder  and  most  talented  lawyers  should  olfer  his  sctrvices 
without  compensation  ;  for,  you  added,  we  have  .some  able  men 
at  the  bar  who  are  not  penurious. 

The  next  day  afU»r  this  conversation,  I  sent  you  a  second  note, 
dated  July  27,  1810,  in  which  I  mentioned  Mr.  Adams  distinctly 
pevcral  timc^,  and  no  one  else.  I  also  sent  you  at  the  same 
time,  the  correspondence  between  JMr.  Adams  and  myself,  and 
referred  you  to  thi-ee  pag«»3  which  I  wished  you  to  read,  as  you 
woiihl  there  have  a  bird's-eye  view  of  the  manner  in  which  he 
hail  treated  me.  I  also  sent  you  a  copy  of  the  preamble  and 
▼ote  which  1  wa^  seeking  to  have  rescinded,  expressing  in  the 
same  letter  my  earnest  desire  to  avoid  liti;ration,  and  my  hope 
that  you  would  use  your  influence  with  Mr.  Adams  to  induce 
him  not  to  compel  me  to  such  a  step. 

lIo\y  you  could  sjiy  to  me,  in  your  note,  after  all  this,  that  you 
were  greatly  surprised  and  pained  at  fmding  Mr.  Adams  aimed 
at,  is  a  matter  which  I  cannot  explain.  I  do  not,  however,  wish 
to  complain  of  your  course.  God  has  hitherto  delivered  me, 
and  I  trust  that  he  will  yet  deliver.  It  was  only  after  trying 
every  j)ossible  means  in  my  power  to  obtain  a  simj)le  act  of  jus- 
tice at  tlie  hands  of  Mr.  Adams  and  others,  that  I  felt  compelled 
to  apjKral  to  tlu!  law,  —  and  for  that,  I  have  your  sanction.  I  am 
still  anxious  that  the  matter  should  be  settled  without  the  neces- 
fiity  of  spn^ailing  it  far  and  wide  through  thepublicity  of  a  legal 
trial  in  court.  IJut  the  other  party  must  do  me,  at  least,  an  ap- 
proximation towards  justice.  I  am  not  vindictive ;  but  I  have 
eomc  rights.  I  am  not  a  felon,  to  be  dogged  about  at  the  pleas- 
nre  of  men  devoid  of  sympathy  and  chanty.  If  I  thought  it 
was  in  your  power  to  induce  Mr.  Adams  to  do  right,  Jis  his 
frieiuL,  when  I  wrote  you  before,  I  of  coui^se  think  it  is  still 
more  in  your  power  to  do  so  as  his  counseL  And  1  feel  confi- 
dent that  after  your  strong  expressions  of  sympathy  \\\  my  be- 
half, and  your  unqualified  assent  to  the  justice  of  my  cause, 
jQia  will  use  your  endeavors  to  induce  Mr.  Adams  to  assume,  if 
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possible,  the  attitude  of  a  Christian  minister,  and  render  to  me, 
as  I  suggested  in  my  note  to  you,  July  27,  1849,  the  right  whidb 
he  has  so  long  and  so  causelessly  withheld.  I  am  sure  it  will 
be  no  fault  of  yours  if  it  is  not  done. 

It  may  be  deemed  proper  tliat  I  should  notify  you  that  B,  B. 
Curtis,  Esq.,  is  my  senior  counsel. 

Respectfully  yours,    * 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

Mr.  Curtis,  as  is  well  known,  has  since  been  appoint- 
ed Judg(;,on  the  beneh  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  than  whom,  by  eommon  consent,  an  abler 
jurist  did  not  grace  the  learned  bar  of  Suffolk.  And 
when  I  consulted  him,  he  gave  me  the  same  opinion  as 
did  Mr.  Webster  and  Mr.  Choate ;  and  after  carefully 
examining  into  the  merits  of  my  case,  he  consented  to 
argue  it  as  my  senior  comisel.  He  hesitated  for  some 
time  on  account  of  the  many  previous  engagements 
which  seemed  to  demand  all  his  attention.  But  when 
I  stated  to  him  what  the  slander  In  the  writ  was 
grounded  on,  he  consented;  because  he  was  Dr.  Hay- 
ward's  counsel,  when  he  was  compelled,  at  the  instance 
of  Deacon  Drake,  to  give  his  deposition  with  regard  to 
his  attendance  on  me  in  1833.  Mr.  Curtis,  having 
heard  all  that  Dr.  Hayward  had  testiiied  to,  knew  that 
the  slander  part  of  the  action  could  very  easily  be  sus- 
tained. 

Soon  after  it  was  announced  in  the  papers  that  I  had 
commenced  the  action  against  Dr.  Adams,  Bradford 
Sumner,  Esq.,  sent  me  a  note  requesting  me  to  call  at 
his  office.  I  did  call ;  but  a  very  few  words  passed  be- 
tween us,  as  may  be  inferred  from  the  following  letter. 

Boston,  November  28,  1849. 

To  Bkadford  Sumner,  Esq.:  — 

My  dexir  Sir,  — "A  few  weeks  ago  I  received  a  not«  from  yoa 
requestuig  me  to  call  at  your  office.    On  my  complianco  widi 
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yonr  reqaest,  you,  as  a  friend  to  both  parties,  sujrgesteJ  that 
there  was  a  better  way  of  settling  my  ililTiculties  with  Mr. 
Adams  than  by  going  to  law.  You  did  not  then  mention  what 
that  better  way  wa^ ;  but  from  your  note  to  Mr.  Ely,  it  would 
«em  that  you  had  in  view  a  reference.  Now  you  know  that  I 
Am  not  pugnacious  nor  vindictive ;  but  I  mu^t  honestly  say  to 
you  tliat  a  reference  does  not  meet  my  approbation.  I  do  not 
fny  positively  that  I  will  decline  a  reference ;  but  I  shall  consent 
to  it  with  great  reluctance,  if  at  all.  I  feel  as  though  no  trial  out 
ofcoort  could  ever  do  me  justice.  It  is  perfectly  easy  for  Mr. 
Adams  to  settle  this  matter  without  a  trial  in  court  or  by  refer- 
cnoe.  If  he  is  di^posed  to  restore  to  me  my  just  rights  as  a 
minbter  and  as  a  citizen,  w^hich  he  has  so  long  and  so  causc- 
l^ly  withheld,  and  to  do  me  a  simple  act  of  justice,  the  way 
^Itljcn  be  open  to  settle  our  difficulties  whhout  any  trial  pub- 
Iw  or  priratc.  But  if  he  is  not  so  disposed,  then  I  think  it  best 
for  the  case  to  be  decided  in  court.  lie  knows  that  the  votn  on 
^  records  of  the  Association  is  false,  which  asserts  that  the 
council  at  Exeter  had  declared  me  guilty  of  seduction,  and  adul- 
^»and  falsehood.  And  as  to  the  gonorrhaja  story,  if  I  have 
^  that  impure  and  loathsome  disease,  then  it  is  a  duty  which 
w  owes  to  the  mniistry,  the  church,  and  the  world,  to  prove  it 
|o  open  court.  But  if  I  am  innocent  in  this  matter,  (and  God 
™W8  that  I  am,)  then  the  same  duty  is  equally  incumbent  on 
J?®>  not  to  rest  under  such  an  imputation.  I  frequently  hoar  of 
ws  having  privately  and  confidentially  mentioned  the  gunorrhcea 
'^^  to  justify  his  treatment  of  me,  to  those  who  doubted  the 
P'JPPriety  of  his  conduct.  Ought  not  such  persons  to  be  unde- 
^*^^?  And  where  can  this  be  done  so  efiectually  as  in  a 
^"rt  of  justice? 

Respectfully,  yours, 

J.  II.  Fatrchild. 

\  ^thaps  this  will  be  as  good  a  place  as  any  other,  in 

"*^h  to  state  the  reason  which  Dr.  Adams  gave  for 

/^'^t:  he  called  my  failure  in  obtaining  the  services  of 

^^*  Choate.    The  Rev.  Mr.  Buddingion,  then  of  Charles- 

^"*i,made,  in  substance,  the  following  statement  in  Dr. 

^^ins's  trial  for  libel  and  slander.     He  says  that  Dr. 

^'^m?,  on  a  certain  occasion,  was  conversing  with  him 

^^^t  the  libel  suit,  and  related  a  circumstance  which 

*^-  Adams  called  "  a  providence  of  God."     He  told  him 

18 
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that  th(*,  reason  why  I  lost  the  services  of  Mr.  Choat^ 
was  the  stratagem  by  which  I  had  sought  to  gain  ra^ 
point,  or  to  use  his  own  term  —  the  "  finesse  "  which  I 
had  resorted  to,  was  the  occasion  of  giving  Mr.  Choate 
to  him  —  that  I  had  represented  to  Mr.  Choate  that  my 
suit  was  to  be  brought  against'  the  Association  coUeC' 
tivcly  and  not  against  Dr.  Adams  persomilly^  and  thai 
therefore,  Mr.  Choate  felt  at  liberty  on  accoimt  of  this 
"  finesse  "  resorted  to  by  me,  which  "  finesse  "  Providence 
liad  overruled,  to  his  great  advantage  in  allowing  Mr 
Choate  to  become  his  advocate  without  any  breach  ol 
professional  lionor  on  his  part  towards  me.  Mr.  Bud 
din^on  further  stated  that  Dr.  Adams  told  him  that  \ 
had  a  peculiar  horror  of  having  Mr.  Choate  show  me  U( 
in  eourt,  and  that  I  had  a  dream  about  it,  and  had  triec 
to  gain  Mr.  Clioate  as  my  counsel.  Now  the  truth  is 
1  never  made  any  attempt  to  gaiji  him  as  my  counsel 
1  no  more  expected  him  to  be  my  advocate  than  I  die 
Mr.  Webster,  and  I  went  to  him  from  the  same  motivi 
and  for  the  same  purpose  that  I  went  to  Mr.  Webstei 
as  my  correspondence  with  Mr.  Choate  clearly  shows 
I  know  that  Mr.  Cliflbrd  in  his  argument  speaks  ai 
thougli  I  had  applied  to  Mr.  Choate  for  that  purpose 
but  he  was  mistaken.  Neither  did  I  ever  have  a  drean 
filling  me  with  horror  at  the  thought  of  being  shown  uj 
by  Mr.  Choate  in  court.  This  probably  is  a  fiction  oi 
Dr.  Adams's  own  brain,  or  a  dream  which  he  himself 
had  when  wide  awake. 
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CHAPTER  XX. 

ly  the  Coiigregatianalist  of  January  25, 1850,  a  weekly 
i^I^oiis  paper,  the  senior  editor  of  which  was,  at  that 
time,  Dr.  Edward  Beecher,  appeared  a  coininnnication 
headed  "  Essex  South  Conference."  Of  this  commu- 
nication Dr.  Beecher  was  the  author.  He  was  deeply 
interested  and  personally  concerned  in  the  libel  suit  then 
pending  against  Dr.  Adams,  he  having  been  one  of  the 
three  who  prepared  the  preamble  and  vote  presented  to 
the  Association  in  January,  1845,  and  placed  by  them  in 
their  book  of  records.  When  that  article  appeared  in  the 
Cangrcgatiojialist  the  case  had  not  then  been  submitted 
to  a  reference,  and  was  therefore  expected  by  Dr.  Beecher 
to  go  before  a  jury.  In  that  article  there  was  a  covert 
attack  on  me,  not  only  mean  in^anner  and  tone,  but 
without  so  much  as  the  "shadow  of  a  shade"  of  justifi- 
cation. It  was  evidently  designed  to  affect  public  senti- 
ment, that  the  jury  who  should  try  the  case  might  be 
more  likely  to  render  a  verdict  in  favor  of  Dr.  Adams, 
and  indirectly  in  Dr.  Beccher's  favor.  Tlie  paragraph 
to  which  I  refer  was  reviewed  by  a  gentleman  residing 
more  than  twenty  miles  from  Boston,  which  review  he 
sent  for  publication  in  the  Daily  Mail;  and  I  here  insert 
both  the  paragraph  and  the  review. 

"  Tlie  Suffolk  South  Association  refus(?(l  to  trv  onr?  of  their  own 
members,  but  ix-ferred  the  ca-o  to  a  council.  On  the  ground  of 
the  docision  of  that  council  thev  excluded  him.  After  his  tnal 
by  a  civil  court  his  ca^e  ouf^ht  to  liave  b(;en  revi(Mved  by  a  coun- 
but  it  was  not  done.    The  iV;ssociation  on  principle  refuses 
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to  do  it,  and  will  not  act  in  his  case  because  a  proper  revision  of 
it  by  a  council  has  not  opened  the  way." 

In  the  present  state  of  the  pending  suit  at  law,  we  are  sorry  to 
be  compelled  to  say  a  word  about  it,  fitted  in  any  way  to  affect 
the  public  mind  or  feeling ;  but  it  is  imperative  that  gross  error, 
tending  to  rank  injustice,  be  counteracted  with  the  least  possible 
delay,  and  as  publicly  as  the  circulation  of  such  error.  And  we 
are  fain  to  say,  that  so  many  bungling  blunders,  —  so  much  con- 
tradiction and  perversion  of  truth,  —  so  much  ambiguity  of 
terms,  —  so  much  irrelevancy  to  the  professed  subject  in  hand, 
and,  in  a  word,  so  much  that  is  vicious,  are  seldom  wrought  into 
the  compass  of  so  short  a  paragraph  by  a  cultivated  mind  intend- 
ing to  be  honest. 

Was  it  decent,  we  ask,  to  impose  on  the  Christian  public,  as 
ecclesiastical  authority,  the  doings  of  an  Association  whose  ac- 
tion, instead  of  being  stamped  with  the  seal  of  time,  and  having 
settled  down  into  an  acknowledged  precedent,  had  not  even 
begun  to  receive  so  much  as  the  acquiescence  of  the  Christian 
public  either  at  home  or  abroad ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  is  re- 
garded by  so  many  learned  and  upright  divines  and  civilians, 
as  i-otten  from  the  egg ;  and  not  only  so,  but,  at  the  very  mo- 
ment of  its  citation,  is  the  subject  of  a  libel  suit  for  judicial 
redress  in  the  highest  court  of  the  Commonwealth  ?  When  the 
Congregationalist  undertakes  to  settle  one  controversy  by  au- 
thority of  another  simultaneously  so  controverted,  though  its 
ex]>edient  be  foolish  and  abortive,  its  folly,  in  such  a  case,  is 
much  more  to  be  regretted  by  its  friends,  than  laughed  at  by  its 
enemies. 

But  to  understand  fully  the  un worthiness  of  the  paragraph 
in  question,  it  is  necessary,  after  viewing  it  as  a  whole,  to  sep- 
arate it*  elements  and  ascertain  its  composition ;  and  therefore 
we  proceed  to  analyze  and  exhibit,  part  by  part,  this  most 
remarkable  specimen  of  editorial  acuteness  and  ecclesiastical 
authority.  It  opens  by  the  statement  that^^f/itf  Suffolk  South 
Association  refused  to  try  one  of  their  own  members,  btU  referred 
the  case  to  a  council^ 

And  whose  application  to  try  Mr.  Fairchild  did  this  wary 
and  scrupulous  Association  refuse  ?  Had  any  member  of  it  the 
greenness  to  projiose  such  a  trial  ?  So  it  would  seem  by  the 
terms  of  the  above  quotation ;  and  yet  their  utter  incompetency 
to  the  act  pmyed  for  and  refused  is  the  first  lesson  in  the  horn* 
book  of  Congregationalism.  A  most  mtignanimous  refusal  of  a 
clerical  body  who  have  not  so  much  authorized  jarisdiction 
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0^^  a  church  mouse !     How  worthy  of  a  solemn  record  in  a 
P^mineut  editorial  of  tlie  Congregationalist,  to  enlighten  this 
P^nighted  age !     But  the  vastness  of  the  obligation  to  gratitude 
^  even  greater  than  all  this :  for  the  sjime  brief  sentence  in- 
forms the  Christian  world  not  only  that  the  Association  refused 
to  exercise  jurisdiction  over  Mr.  Fairchild,  but  that,  instead  of 
consenting  to  do  so,  they  "  referred  the  case  to  a  council,"  — 
jetf,  referred  it  I     And,  really,  what  do  these  Rabbios  of  the 
Congregationalist  mean  when   they  proclaim   this   reference"^ 
The  public  ought  to  understand  their  obligations  as  precisely  as 
definite  terms  can  explain  them. 

We  may  not  know  quite  so  much  about  scholastic  divinity  or 
ecclesiastical  order  as  our  betters,  or  as  we  do  about  some  moro 
secular  concerns ;  and  may,  therefore,  be  excused  for  a.sking  for 
light  in  this  matter  of  reference.  When  we  hear  of  referring  a 
case  for  trial,  we  are  accustomed  to  understand  by  the  term 
referencej  either  that  it  is  returned  from  one  tribunal  to 
another,  or  that  by  agreement  of  parties  it  is  taken  out  of 
court,  or  otherwise  submitted  for  decision,  and  award  to  referees 
mutually  chosen  by  the  parties  at  issue.  Do  the  reverend  doc- 
tors so  understand  the  matter  in  the  case  cited  as  grave  author- 
ity, and  which  the  Suffolk  South  Sanhedrim  so  resolutely 
refused  to  adjudicate,  and  were  so  prompt  to  refer  to  a  council  ? 
To  our  shortsightedness  this  does  not  look  like  old-fiishioned 
Congregationalism,  if  we  may  be  allowed  to  have  an  opinion  in 
such  matters,  or  presume  to  doubt  the  infallibility  of  reverend 
divines.  We  had  supposed  that  what  is  not  a  tribunal,  cannot 
refer  or  be  referred  to  as  such,  and  that  a  clericid  association 
of  Congregational  ministers  are  as  impotent  to  refer  a  case  for 
triid  to  an  ecclesiastical  council,  as  they  are  to  exercise  jurisdic- 
tion themselves.  Or  if  the  reverend  editors  mean  by  a  refer^ 
encfy  an  arbitration  by  referees  chosen  by  the  parties,  we  will 
only  gay  that  we  never  heard  till  now  of  any  such  reference^ 
but  have  learned  on  credible  authority  that  ttie  doings  of  the 
Suffolk  South  Association  were  deeds  of  darkness,  and  that 
when  Mr.  Fairchild  learned,  at  a  very  late  period,  the  false 
record  which  had  been  fabricated  against  his  character,  and 
sought  from  the  Association  a  redress  of  the  wrong,  so  far  as 
was  then  possible,  by  the  rescinding  of  that  record,  he  was  not 
allowed  to  come  in  us  a  party  concerned,  and  hear  what  testi- 
mony or  wliat  objections  his  inveterate  and  vindictive  enemies 
might  urge  to  overrule  his  most  roasoFiable  re(iuest.  Instead 
of  granting  such  permission  to  be  [>resent  and  hear  and  answer 
for  himself^  though  pleaded  for  sis  a  privilege,  and  claimed  as 

18» 
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his  right,  and  as  due  to  the  first  principles  and  common  senti* 
mcut  ot' justice*,  it  vitiA  resolutely  denied  liim  either  sis  a  right  or 
as  a  hoon.  Froward  and  pervei*8e,  and  with  such  evidence 
and  conviction  of  the  iulsene^^s  of  their  record  as  set  them  about 
contriving  a  silly  and  shuflling  evasion  of  its  open  shame  and 
civil  responsibility,  did  thase  reverend  gentlemen,  ailer  strok- 
ing down  their  consciences,  refuse  to  i^escind  their  record,  thus  in 
eflect  conspiring  and  resolving  to  preserve  against  him,  what, 
till  rescind(*d  and  erased,  will  never  cease  to  rise  up  in  judg- 
ment against  tliemselves. 

As  to  the  notion  of  a  reference  of  Mr.  Fairchild's  case  by  the 
Association,  after  their  refusal  of  a  motion  for  a  trial  before 
them,  in  any  }>ro})cr  sense  of  these  terms  in  respect  to  trials  of 
litigated  cases,  we  ni^ed  say  but  little  more  than  that  it  is  both 
preiK)sterous  and  ridiculous.  We  make  no  pretensions  to  be 
much  l>ooked  in  cases  or  principles  of  ctmon  law ;  but  if  we 
have  re4id  correctly  the  simplest  elementaiy  principle  of  Con- 
grogsitionalism,  the  Suffolk  South  Association  ciui  in  no  emer- 
gency whatever,  refer  a  ca^^e  to  an  ecclesiastical  council  for  ad- 
judication, or  for  advice  in  a  question  of  discipline.  They  are 
ecchisiastically  unknown  and  uncognizable.  They  cannot  so 
much  as  be  a  party  before  an  ecclesiastical  council  whether  in  a 
case  of  discipline  or  any  other  matter.  Their  existence,  strictly 
speaking,  is  not  even  clerical,  except  to  themselves,  if  that. 
They  neither  Jmve,  nor  are  subject  tOn  jurisdiction  ;  nor  can 
they  be  ecclesiastically  known  in  relation  to  it.  They  can, 
indeed,  determine  who  may  and  who  shall  not  be  memben?  of 
their  club,  and  can  at  any  time  coiled ively  abolish  or  individ- 
ually abandon  their  voluntary  and  irresponsible  connection;  as 
also  th(;y  can  collectively  determine  when  the  membership  of 
any  one  of  their  number  shall  cease,  just  as  a  ring  of  school- 
boys can  d(;termine  who  may  and  who  shall  not  play  *'  hide  and 
seek,'*  in  their  circhi ;  but  ev^Mi  their  high-mightinesses  have  no 
more  power  to  touch  character  by  discipline  or  censure  for 
alleged  moral  dereliction,  or  to  refer  a  citse  to  an  ectrlesiastit^al 
council  for  the  trial  of  the  humblest  of  their  number,  than  they 
have  to  convoke  the  divan  of  the  Grand  Turk,  or  to  direct  the 
civil  and  military  affairs  of  the  Czar  of  Jlussia.  Their  action 
in  any  way  or  manner  in  any  matter  of  ecclesiaatical  discipline 
or  censure,  is  abhorrent  to  the  whole  scope  and  genius  of  Con- 
gregationalism. 

But  without  staying  any  loiig(fr  to  animadvert  on  the  use 
or  abuse  of  terms,  we  pnjceed  at  once  to  the  next  statement  of 
the  paragraph  of  the  revei-end  editors.    It  i*eads  thus:  ^On  Um 
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PJ^nd  of  the  decision   of  that  council  they  excluilod  him.** 
.^^e  gist  of  this  statement,  according  to  its  natural  and  projjer 
Wi|K)rt  is,  that  the  exclusion  of  Mr.  Fairchild  by  the  Suflolk 
Somli  Association,  i*ested,  not  on  the  fact  that  the  council  at 
JBxcter  came  to  some  decision  or  other  in  his  cjise,  but  on  the 
iuBstance  and  character  of  their  decision  or  result.     If  such  is 
not  the  intended  meaning  of  the  OongregationalUt,  it  is  decep- 
tive and  unintelligible. 

Unless  we  greatly  mistake,  the  senior  editor  of  that  pai)er  is 
a  member  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  and  luis  had  more 
to  do  in  tiie  matter  of  its  record  than  is  commendable,  or  than 
will  prove  convenient  to  himself.  If  we  are  right  in  respect 
to  the  fact  of  his  agency  in  that  atlair,  he  cannot  be  ignorant 
that  our  interpretation  of  his  statement  tallies  with  and  is  fully 
sustained  by  the  record  of  his  Association.  In  their  preamble 
to  the  resolution  of  ejectment  of  Mr.  Fairchild,  they  carefully 
profess  to  take  the  precise  ground,  and  to  set  forth  the  very 
substance  of  the  result  of  council.  They  profess  to  make  their 
act  wholly  dependent  on  the  true  and  proper  import  of  that 
result,  and  thus  to  vindicate  their  own  act  by  such  authority 
from  the  council. 

We  say,  so  the  Association  carefully  profess  in  their  pream- 
ble, and  the  \vkM.  foregoing  sentence  quoted  from  the  Congregu" 
iionalisi  is  doubtless  intended  as  a  virtual  reiterati<m  and  vindi- 
cation of  the  imfxirt  and  subst^uice  of  that  un])lest  preamble. 
But  has  the  senior  editor  of  that  paper  yet  to  learn  thai  the 
professed  ground  of  that  preamble  is  miry,  —  too  loose  and 
quaking  to  bear  the  burden  which  he  and  they  ventured  to  ])Ut 
upon  it?  We  have  heard  many  gifted  and  learned  m(Mi  of  dif- 
ferent professional  pursuits,  and  other  men  of  clear  and  u|)nght 
minds  express  their  o])inion  respecting  the  preamble  and  its 
dependent  resolution ;  but  we  have  not  yet  been  so  lucky  or 
luckless,  as  to  find  a  divided  sentiment,  or  a  doubt  that  the  pre- 
ainble  finds  no  authority  in  the  result  of  council ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  the  ready  conviction  that  the  preamble  and  its  di.'pen- 
deut  resolution  are  together  reprehensible. 

Perhaps,  however,  the  senior  editor  of  the  CongregationaUst 
may  have  had  a  different  experience.  Hut  if  so,  then  we  have 
only  to  say,  tliat,  therefore,  he  should  have  been  the  more  (ion- 
tent  to  leave  to  the  law  and  the  testimonv,  the  libel  suit  of  Fair- 
cbild  versus  Adams,  instead  of  contriving  to  atfcet  public  senti- 
ment in  the  case  by  citing,  a-^  grave  ee('ltr^iastical  authority,  the 
doings  of  an  association  who  are  yet  waiting  to  find  out  whether 
thej  are  not  libellous  and  criminal,  notwithstanding  the  cumiing 
cfiort  to  Bcratch  a  little  dirt  over  their  own  open  offence. 
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But  there  are  other  matters  somewhat  more  ecclesiasUetd^ 
which  may  not  be  ])assc(l  over  in  silence ;  and  we  now  proceed 
to  examine  the  next  period  in  the  paragraph  under  considera- 
tion, which  is  as  follows :  '^  After  his  trial  by  a  civil  court  his 
case  ought  to  have  bc<»n  reviewed  by  a  council,  but  it  was  not 
done."  Verily,  we  had  not  believed  tliat  in  so  bright  a  paper 
as  the  CongregatioiiaUst^  one  spot  of  such  pitch  darkness  could 
ever  gloom  its  pages.  But  great  men  are  not  always  wise  even 
in  their  craftiness. 

Does  the  learned  editor  indeed  mean  that  Mr.  Faircbild, 
after  being  twice  acquitted  of  the  same  offence  —  namely,  once 
by  the  verdict  of  a  jury,  and  once  by  a  special  and  explicit  pro- 
vision of  a  result  of  council  —  should,  either  in  form  or  fact,  be 
tried  a  third  time,  and  that  too  to  clear  him  from  the  effect  of  a 
resolution  standing  on  nothing  but  sheer  falsidiood?  That 
would  be  "  three  times  and  out,"  with  a  vengeance. 

And  praV)  reverend  Sir,  what  council  ought  to  have  revtewed 
his  case  ?  And  who  on  earth  should  call  it  ?  Should  it  be 
mutual  or  ex  parte?  If  mutual,  who  would  be  the  parties? 
Or  if  ex  parte,  who  would  that  party  be  ?  Should  Mr.  Fairchild 
call  it  ?  And  if  so,  ibr  what  use  ?  Should  the  church  at  £xeter 
call  it  ?  That  had  ceased  to  be  a  party  when  Mr.  Fairchild's 
connection  with  it  was  dissolved.  We  see  but  one  party  that 
could  dream  of  such  a  necessity,  or  any  })Ossible  object  but  to 
relieve  the  self-righteous  Suffolk  South  A^ssociation  of  their  in- 
fallible bull  of  excommunication. 

Does  the  reverend  and  learu(;d  editor  mean  that  the  old  Ex- 
eter Council,  whose  provisional  result  acquitted  Mr.  Fairchild, 
ought  to  have  reviewed  his  case  after  his  acquittal  by  the  jury? 
Surely  no  other  council  could  act,  for  there  were  no  parties  to 
call  them.  But  the  Exeter  Council  was  dead,  and  leflt  no  re- 
mains for  interment,  dissolution,  or  resurrection. 

Or,  do  you  say,  He  v.  Sir,  that  the  Exeter  Council  should 
have  adjourned  to  meet  again,  at  some  indeiinito  time  there- 
after, on  the  verdict  of  acquittiil  by  a  jury,  whose  existence  they 
could  not  know  of?  But  this  will  never  do.  Possibly  it  mig& 
have  been  wise  enough  for  the  Suffolk  South  Association  to 
have  adjourned  after  they  did  know,  on  information  from  Mr. 
Fairchild,  that  he  was  about  to  submit  hi^  ease  to  a  jury.  That 
I)robably  would  have  been  much  wiser  than  their  haste  to  ex- 
clude him  from  the  Association  by  a  false  record.  But,  ngiun, 
if  the  Exeter  Council  had  no  right  to  die  just  then,  and  if  Con- 
gregational order  required  them  to  live  over  for  the  contingency 
of  a  jury  trial,  then  was  their  result  void,  and  the  dependcnl 
action  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association  was  also  void,  even 
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^IwDgh  their  preamble  had  been  true  instead  of  false.  But 
'^here  is  still  another  objection,  and  fatal  to  the  notion  of  the 
^souncil's  adjournment  after  the  result  on  which  is  pretended  to 
\ie  ba«ed  the  ejectment  of  Mr.  Fairchild  by  the  Association. 
iXven  were  we  to  leave  out  the  consideration  that  a  result  in 
'part  is  no  result  at  all,  but  a  misnomer  and  an  abortion,  there  is 
«  principle  of  Congregationalism  of  which  the  Fathers  of  the 
Platform  were  deeply  considerate  and  tenacious,  —  the  princi- 
ple tliat  councils  always  die  in  giving  birth  to  a  live  result.  A 
two-year-old  or  a  yearling  council  they  were  jealous  of  with  a 
godly  jealousy,  and  would  not  abide  it.  To  question  that  fun* 
doraental  principle  would  not  at  all  become  the  senior  editor  of 
the  Congregational ist,  if  our  understanding  of  matters  is  right 
side  Qp.  If  we  have  not  much  misread  the  protest  of  the  Read- 
ing church,  published  in  the  appendix  to  the  result  of  council  at 
Reading  in  1846,  by  many  imputed  to  the  pen  of  the  aforesaid 
learned  editor  himself,  and  certainly  having  his  sanction,  the 
principle  is  strenuously  urged  and  defended  that  a  council  dies 
when  its  result  begins  to  live,  and  that  its  own  existence  cannot 
be  protracted  to  hang  over,  either  for  fear  or  favor,  future  and 
contingent  issues  of  either  party.  By  that  instrument  it  seems 
to  be  made  plain  by  authority  of  the  Fathers  as  well  as  by  good 
and  substantial  reasons,  that  the  council  at  Exeter  could  not  live 
to  review  the  verdict  of  a  jury ;  and  if  not,  what  council  could 
be  called  to  review  both  that  verdict  and  the  result  of  its  prede- 
cessor? And  why  should  any  one,  especially  the  senior  editor 
of  the  Congregationaiist,  alFirm  or  imagine  such  a  necessity? 
What  would  such  a  council  do  if  called  together  ?  There  are 
but  two  ]K)ssible  or  supposablc  things.  They  must  either  atfirm 
or  gainsay  the  verdict.  Can  they  contradict  it  and  declare  a 
man  guilty  on  partial  evidence  who  has  been  acc^uitted  by  a 
jury  on  full  evidence  ?  Can  they  destroy  by  a  result  what  the 
jury  have  pre8er\*ed  by  a  verdict  ?  There  is,  then,  but  one  only 
alternative, —  and  that  th(i  aihrmation  of  the  verdict.  And 
who,  on  second  thought,  will  be  silly  enough  to  call  a  council  to 
do  wliat  it  can  neither  help  nor  hinder  ?  Will  not  the  learned 
CKlitor  review  his  own  conclusion,  instead  of  claiming  thiit  a 
council  revise  the  verdict  of  a  jury,  or  the  result  of  its  "  illus- 
trious predecessor." 

Patient  reader,  be  of  good  cheer!  The  review  of  one  brief 
sentence  more  will  finish  that  unlucky  little  paragraph  which, 
in  an  evil  hour,  **  through  the  palpable  ohscm-e  found  out  its 
anconth  way"  into  so  able  and  vahiabh*  a  print  as  the  Congre' 
tbmaKti.    That  paragraph  winds  up  with  the  following  remarks 
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ably  CM;ns('ienti(»ns  statnncnl  :  "The  Association  on  principle 
refused  to  do  it,  and  will  not  act  in  his  case,  because  a  proper 
revision  of  it  by  a  council  has  not  opened  a  way.'*  "  On  Princi- 
ple ! "  doubtless.  But  what  principle  ?  The  Vicar  of  Bi*ay 
bad  one  principle,  and  but  one  ;  and  he  stuck  to  it,  back  and 
forth,  in  his  rapid  changes  from  a  Catholic  to  a  Protestant,  and 
from  a  Protestant  to  a  Catholic,  and  so  on  ;  and  when  cliarged 
with  a  want  of  principle,  stoutly  denied  it,  ailirming  that  it  was 
all  "o/i  principle;" for  his  principle  was  to  be  Vicak  of  Brat. 

If  we  int(irpret  correctly  the  closing  reason  of  the  paragraph 
from  the  Congrc^ationalist,  it  is  this,  neither  more  nor  less, 
allowing  the  editor  of  that  paper  to  represent  and  si>eak  for  the 
Association,  namely :  "  If  we  have  done  Mr.  Fairchild  a  wron^ 
however  great,  we  will  not  so  much  as  undertake  to  rectify  it 
and  do  him  justice,  till  an  impossible  event  shall  have  taken 
place,  —  an  event  which,  according  to  ecclesiastical  order,  should 
have  taken  place;  but  in  violation  of  such  order  was  not  allowed 
to  take  place."  If  this  is  a  true  paraphrase  of  the  Rev.  editor's 
reason,  it  seems  to  be  quite  necessary  for  him  to  inform  his 
readers  that  the  Association  act  "o/i  principle"  "We  very 
much  doubt  whether  the  discovery  would  have  been  made  till 
afler  the  pending  trial  in  court,  were  it  not  for  this  timely  and 
most  luminous  atfinnation  of  the  representative  of  the  Suffolk 
South  Association.  And  pray,  Mr.  Editor,  what  sort  of  rclig^ 
ion  invented  such  a  reason  ?  Is  it  "  accordino:  to  the  command* 
ment  which  ye  had  from  the  beginning  ?  *'  Came  this  goUUn 
rule  from  the  Bible,  or  was  it  lately  dug  up  out  of  the  muck  of 
California  ?     Perhaps  even  deeper  than  that ! 

^*A  council  has  not  opened  the  way!"  Intleed!  But  have 
truth  and  justice  opened  the  way  ?  What  a  sad  world  for  hon- 
esty, conscience,  heart,  and  soul  this  overshadowed  sphere  woald 
be,  were  it  not  for  a  council  to  open  the  way  for  truth  and 
righteousness !  Shut  up  to  a  necessity  that  knows  no  law,  one 
w^ould  think  that  an  honest  Association  would  bo  a  law  unto 
themselves.  Where  there  is  a  will,  there  is  always  a  way,  to 
do  right ;  and  without  a  will,  neither  councils  nor  divine  grace 
can  avail  to  stop  the  current  of  iniquity. 

But  did  the  llev.  editor  of  the  Gongregationalisi  remember  to 
forget  that  Mr.  Fairchild  does  not  complain  of  the  council  ?  — 
that  it  is  the  independent  and  absolute  doing  of  the  Association 
which  he  wishes  the  Association  to  undo?  He  does  not  com- 
plain of  dishonesty  in  the  result  of  council ;  but  of  the  dis- 
honest record  of  the  Association,  —  a  record  which  wivs  wholly 
their  own,  as  well  to  unmake  as  make,  and  which  required 
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'"^ore  honesty  to  conjure  down,  than  contrivance  to  conjure  up, 

*f  they  think  to  hide  the  turpitude  of  their  own  falsification  of 

^Uth  lM.*hind  a  dead  and  vanished  council,  and  to  justify  injus- 

^ce,  not  their  neighl>or's,  but  tlmir  own,  under  the  plea  of  an  ir- 

'^liivant  ecclesia.'^ticiU  omission  of  others,  they  may  as  well  think 

^  making  a  covenant  with  death,  and  an  a;?reement  with  the 

^*^ve  to  hide  their   conscienc<*s   from    the  liglit  of  eternity ! 

"^a.* !  for  acting  ''  on  principle,"  if  such  are  its  issues  ;  and  ahts  ! 

*^t  Congregational  liberty,  if  character  may  be  struck  down  by 

^  clerical  blow  in  tht^  dark,  though  shielded  by  council  and  jury, 

^0(1  then  Ikj  tnimpled  on  from  age  to  age  by  authority  of  a  false 

>^rd,  till  the  slow  waste  of  time  shall  obliterate  the  handwrit- 

^  of  dishonesty. 

In  conclusion,  we  liavc  to  express  our  extreme  relu<;tance  to 
do  any  tiling  which  may  h>ok  like  interfering  with  an  important 
ease  about  to  be  tried  before  the  high(?st  tribunal  known  to  our 
kwg.  Nor  would  we  have  i>ublished  a  word,  except  to  counter- 
act an  untimely  and  dangerous  inHuence  from  the  press,  which, 
baring  begun  the  suit,  has  taken  an  occasion,  or  rather  made  a 
pretence  of  one,  to  warp  the  public  mind,  by  tlie  ini-istat«'ment  of 
botli  facts  and  princijjes.  Wh(;re  the  tcnd«uicy  to  final  injus- 
tice is  so  direct  and  stn>ng,  it  must  be  gujird<jd  against  with  the 
least  possible  delay.  So  caution  froui  an  ui)riglit  bench,  no 
force  of  testimony,  nor  dread  solemnity  of  oaths,  can  set  aside 
the  bias  which  has  once  centered  the  sacn^l  precincts  of  justice. 
This  is  reason  enough  for  exposing  at  once  the  prejudicial  errorj? 
80  authoritatively  put  forth  by  the  Conffregationnb'st  as  reliable 
truths.  P^ven  this  reason,  cogent  as  it  is,  gathers  strength  from 
the  coanidenition  that  implacable  persecution  has  already  had  so 
long  a  run,  —  that,  on  the  side  of  the  opi>ressor,  there  is  power, 
—  and  tliat,  after  exhausting  all  other  means  of  redress,  the 
complainant  hxx^  at  last  called  for  justic<!  at  the  hand  of  a  tribu- 
nal established  by  the  constitution  and  laws  of  this  ('omnion- 
wealth  for  the  protection  of  property  and  lif(*,  and  that  reputa- 
tion which  is  dearer  than  both.  But  we  desist.  AVe  fe<*l  ab(>ve 
the  need  of  ajwlogy  for  animadverting  on  what  is  so  plainly  and 
grossly  wrong.  If  for  a  little  while  there  may  be  difierent  opin- 
ions of  our  course,  time  will  harmonize  public  sentiment,  and 
w«  feci  no  solicitude  respecting  its  issue. 

A  CONGKEGATIONALIST. 
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CHAPTER    XXI. 

About  this  time  my  counsel  thought  it  best  to  renev  ^ 
the  effort  to  get  at  the  records  of  the  Association,  tha^^ 
they  might  know  for  certainty,  all  their  doings  in  refcr-^ 
ence  to  my  case,  as  this  information  was  not  only  my 
right,  but  might  have  an  important  bearing  on  their  fa 
ture   proceedings.      Accordingly   Mr.  Ely  addressed  a 
note  to  the  scribe,  reminding  him  of  his  note  to  me 
dated  July  11,  in  which  he  says,  "  that  full  copies  of 
their  votes  will  be  forwarded  to  me  as  soon  as  the  min- 
utes of  the  iVssociation  are  corrected,  so  that  he  shall  be 
able  to  make  them  out  by  authority  of  the  Association." 
The  scribe  replied  as  follows :  — 

South  Boston,  Mordi  8, 1850. 
To  A.  B.  Ely,  Esq.:  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  Your  note  of  the  Till  instant  came  duly.  I  was 
about  to  forward  the  votes,  etc.  referred  to  in  my  communication 
of  11th  of  July,  when  I  was  instructed  by  the  Association  to 
withhold  all  such  documents  until  they  were  demanded  under 
the  requisitions  of  the  court,  before  whom  Mr.  Fairchild  has  re- 
cently instituted  a  civil  process  against  a  member  of  the  Associ- 
ation. This  sultseqtcent  act  of  Mr.  Fairchild,  and  the  above  in- 
struction, must  release  me  from  my  engagement  to  do  what  otk^ 
erwise  would  have  been  but  an  ordinary  duty. 

Yours,  very  respectfully, 

J.  "W.  Alvord, 
Scribe  of  Suffolk  Sotdh  AssocicUioru 

Failing  in  this  way  of  getting  access  to  the  records, 
to  which  both  law  and  common  justice  gave  me  a  per- 
fect right,  Mr.  Curtis  advised  that  Mr.  Alvord  be  sum* 
moned  before  two  magistrates  authorized  by  law  to  take 
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^^positions.     Accordingly  a  subpoena  was  duly  issued 
^    said  Alvord  summoning  him  to  appear,  on  the  iiSth 
^y  of  March,  1850,  before  Oliver  Dimon  and  William 
**•  Parmeutcr,  Esquires,  justices  of  th(j  peace  and  counsel- 
lors-at-law,  directing  him  to  bring  the  records  and  pa- 
pers of  the  Association  relating  to  my  case.     Mr.  Alvord 
appeared,  but  objected  against  testifying,  and  brought 
^ith  him  no  records  or  papers.     But  the  magistrates 
ordered  him  to  testify  as  required,  and  the  witness  was 
8worn,  under  protest  by  him  made. 

In  the  course  of  the  examination,  in  reply  to  several 

interrogatories  proposed  by  Mr.  Ely,  the  witness  refused 

to  answer  or  to  produce  the  records,  etc.  referred  to,  on 

the  ground  that  his  answers  tcoidd  expose  him  to  a  rrimin<U 

prosecution.    The  magistrates  having  decided  that  his 

answers  would  not,  in  their  judgment,  so  expose  him, 

ordered  him  to  answer,  and  upon  his  refusal,  connuitted 

him  to  custody. 

The  witness,  being  brought  before  Judge  Fletcher,  His 
Honor  ruled  that  the  statute  goes  upon  the  ground  that 
the  testimony  of  the  witness,  and  not  the  records  in  his 
possession,  may  be  lost,  and  the  right  to  obtain  tha  per- 
Monal  testimony  of  the  party,  and  not  to  obtain  the  records  in 
his  possession ;  that  there  did  not  seem  to  be  any  ground 
to  suppose  there  was  danger  by  death  or  removal  of  los- 
ing Mr.  Alvord's  personal  attendance  at  the  time  when 
the  case  should  be  tried  in  court,  and  that  therefore  the 
\^itness  was  entitled  to  his  discharge. 

After  the  witness  was  sworn  to  tell  the  truths  the  whole 
truths  and  nothing  hut  the  truth,  the  magistrates  proposed 
to  him  fifty-seven  questions,  a  few  of  which  I  will  now 
qaote  from  the  notes  of  Mr.  Dimon,  togetluT  with  his 
answers.  "Do  you  hold  any  otiice  in  the  Snllolk  South 
Association,  so  called  ?     I  decline  to  answer,  for  the  rea- 
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Bon  that  it  might  expose  me  to  a  criminal  prosecntioii 
Have  you  in  your  possession  or  control  the  records  ol 
said  Association?  I  decline  answering  for  the  8am< 
reason.  Do  you  not  know  that  Rev.  N.  Adams  is  i 
member  of  said  Association  ?  I  do  not  know  absoluUh^ 
I  sui)pose  he  was  a  member  at  the  last  meeting.'*  M] 
counsel  here  put  into  his  hands  several  letters  and  notei 
which  he  had  WTitten  to  me,  and  asked  him  if  those  let 
ters  were  written  by  him  ?  He  said,  "  he  must  respect 
fully  decline  to  answer  the  question,  as  the  answei 
would  constitute  one  link  in  a  chain  of  evidence  whict 
would  tend  to  expose  him  to  a  criminal  prosecution.' 
He  was  asked  to  produce  the  records  of  the  AssociatioE 
prior  to  the  date  of  his  coming  to  Boston  to  reside.  H< 
said  he  could  not  produce  them,  as  they  might  expose 
him  to  a  criminal  prosecution.  He  here  asserts  undei 
oath  that  records  made  four  years  before  he  came  tc 
Boston,  could  not  be  produced  without  exposuig  him  tc 
a  criminal  prosecution!  One  of  the  magistrates  re- 
marked, that  among  all  the  witnesses  he  ever  examined 
he  never  knew  one  that  equivocated  like  Mr.  Alvord 
At  the  close  of  this  day's  examination,  which  was  Thurs- 
day, March  38th,  it  was  vehemently  urged  by  his  coun- 
sel that  the  court  would  adjourn  over  till  Wednesday  in 
order  to  give  thfe  witness  an  opportunity  to  consult  cer- 
tain members  of  the  Association  who  would  be  in  the 
pastor's  meeting  on  Monday,  suggesting  the  probability 
that  the  objections  to  his  testifying  might  be  obviated; 
or  as  it  was  expressed  by  Mr.  Alvord  himself,  that  cer 
tain  restrictions  under  which  he  considered  himself  aa 
placed,  might  be  removed  by  such  consultation.  The 
magistrates  therefore  adjourned  the  court  till  Wednes- 
day the  3d  day  of  April.  When  the  scribe  was  undei 
exaimnation  again  on  Wednesday,  he  stated  that  hfl 
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was  at  the  ministers'  meeting  on  Monday,  but  that 
nothing  was  there  said  regarding  his  deposition!  But 
when  lie  was  asked  whether  he  had  had  any  conversa- 
tion with  Mr.  Adams,  he  replied  that  he  had.  In  an- 
sw^er  to  the  question  what  that  conversation  was,  he  re- 
plied in  these  words :  "  I  told  Mr.  Adams  the  objection 
which  I  made  to  answering  the  questions.  He  said  he 
presumed  that  it  was  a  proper  objection.  He  remarked 
that  he  Viought  that  my  refusing  to  testify  tcould  be  a  rf^- 
fence  to  him  !  "  I  have  quoted  enough  to  let  the  reader 
see  the  nature  and  design  of  this  strange  transaction. 
It  is  evident,  from  this  testimony,  that  the  restrictions 
of  which  Mr.  Alvord  spoke  on  Thursday,  and  which  ho 
hoped  would  be  removed  on  Monday,  were  laid  on  him 
by  Dr.  Adams,  and  that  he  would  not  consent  to  their 
removal.  Yes,  Mr.  Alvord  was  placed  in  this  disgrace- 
ful position,  and  led  to  testify  in  this  equivocating  man- 
ner, "  in  defence  of  Dr.  Adams  !  "  When  I  listened  to 
the  testimony  of  this  witness,  I  could  not  help  saying  to 
myself  that  if  I  were  detected  in  such  swearing,  it  would 
not  be  long  ere  my  enemies,  with  Dr.  Adams  at  their 
head,  would  be  calling  on  the  council  that  installed  me, 
to  assemble  forthwith  to  depose  me.  "  But  circumstan- 
ces alter  cases." 

At  the  November  tenn  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1850, 
my  case  was  entered  on  the  docket,  and  was  declared 
by  Mr.  Curtis  to  be  ready  for  trial.  Soon  after  that,  a 
proposition  came  from  the  opposing  party  for  a  refer- 
ence. And  when  Mr.  Curtis  made  the  fact  known  to 
me,  I  strongly  objected.  I  told  him  that  my  friends 
would  be  dissatisfied  if  I  did  not  take  the  case  to  a 
jury.  A  former  parishioner  of  mine,  who  had  been  a 
good  deal  conversant  with  referee  cases,  made  this  re- 
mark to  me:  ^'  K  your  case  be  a  doubtful  one,  then  you 
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may  safely  submit  it  to  a  reference ;  but  if  your  case  h 
a  good  one,  with  the  law  and  evidence  on  your  sick 
then  by  all  means  let  a  jury  decide  it."  But  Mr.  Co] 
tis  replied  to  my  objections,  by  stating  that  the  referee 
would  of  course  be  honorable  gentlemen,  and  probabl 
of  the  legal  profession;  and  as  the  law  and  the  er 
dence  were  wholly  on  my  side,  I  had  nothing  to  fea 
and  that  the  case  would  be  more  speedily  settled  tha 
if  taken  to  a  jury.  He  thought  that  I  run  little  or  n 
risk,  except  in  the  amount  of  damages,  which  he  we 
knew  from  what  I  had  often  said  to  him,  was  of  tr 
fling  importance  compared  with  a  speedy  and  final  se 
tiement  of  the  case.  And  at  last  I  consented  to  a  refe 
ence.  And  in  thus  consenting,  I  think  the  reader  wi 
see  in  what  follows,  (to  use  a  phrase  somewhat  familit 
wdth  Dr.  Adams,)  "a  providence  of  God,"  —  quite  8 
much  so  at  least,  as  that  my  frightful  dream  and  horri 
dread  of  being  shown  up  in  court  by  his  friend  an 
parishioner,  Mr.  Choate,  was  the  means,  under  God,  o 
giving  him  the  services  of  that  honorable  and  eloquei 
counsellor.  But  in  giving  my  consent  to  a  reference, : 
was  with  the  distinct  understanding  on  my  part,  ths 
none  of  the  referees  should  be  of  the  orthodox  pcrsnc 
si  on,  so  that  no  one  of  them  should,  by  possibility,  h 
swayed  by  the  question  so  naturally  occurring  to  th 
mind,  "  What  will  best  subserve  the  interests  of  the  d( 
nomination?"  My  desire  was  that  no  sectarian  c 
denominational  influence  should  have  any  part  or  lot  i 
the  settlement  of  the  matter ;  but  that  three  gentlemc 
of  other  denominations,  noted  for  their  sound  judgmen 
and  strict  integrity,  should  be  selected  for  this  ser\dce  t 
bring  in  an  award  in  accordance  with  the  real  merits  a 
the  case,  without  being  influenced  in  their  action  an; 
\nore  by  a  rich  clergyman  with  rich  friends,  than  by  i 
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poor  clei^'man  with  poor  friends.  Mr.  Curtis  remarked 
that  in  this  matter  I  was  right,  and  that  I  might  rest 
awnred  of  having  such  men  on  the  reference.  And 
Mr.  Ely,  my  junior  counsel,  called  on  Mr.  Hubbard,  Dr. 
Adams's  junior  counsel,  and  told  him  on  what  condi- 
tion I  was  willing  to  refer  the  case ;  and  Mr.  Ely 
Teported  to  me  that  Mr.  Hubbard  made  no  objection. 
The  case  was  then  taken  out  of  court.  And  the  next 
»fcep  was  to  select  the  referees.  But  the  other  party 
would  never  give  us  any  names  but  those  of  orthodox 
hwyera,  with  one  single  exception,  —  Professor  Green- 
lwii--and  whom  we  readily  accepted,  but  who  de- 
dined  the  service.  We  gave  them  Judge  Williams  of 
thia  city,  a  gentleman  admitted,  I  believe,  by  universal 
consent,  to  be  one  of  the  most  upright,  clear-minded, 
UJCoffuptible,  and  best  qualified  men  to  sit  on  a  case  of 
wference,  of  any  in  Boston.  But  he  was  at  once  re- 
jected. We  then  gave  them  Judge  Morton  of  Taun- 
ton* But  he  was  objected  to,  because,  as  it  was  stated, 
^  some  fifteen  or  twenty  years  ago  he  had  some  difli- 
^ty  with  an  orthodox  clergyman.  We  gave  them 
ftofessor  Parsons  of  Cambridge  College,  the  Hon.  John 
B^,  late  lieutenant-governor  of  the  Commonwealth, 
^  I  think  the  Hon.  Samuel  A.  Eliot  of  Boston,  and 
''^y  others,  whose  names  I  do  not  remember.  But 
*h®y  were  all  rejected.  At  last  the  reference  was  made 
^  as  it  was,  of  three  very  honorable  gentlemen,  I 
■^t,  but  not  infallible,  as  I  think  the  reader  will  see 
"yfte  time  he  has  fmished  my  book.  These  gentlemen 
^"^  Hon.  Samuel  Hoar  of  Concord,  Hon.  Linus 
^d  of  Lowell,  and  Hon.  R.  A.  Chapman  of  Spring- 
"^dj  two  of  them  being  of  the  orthodox  persuasion, 
^  with  neither  of  them  had  I  the  least  previous  ac- 
^^'^iotaiice,  though  I  am  told  it  was  quite  otherwise 
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with  my  opponent.     And  I  consented  to  the  reference^  - 
not  even  dreaming  that  three  learned  gentlemen  of  the^ 
legal  profession,  coiiid  declare  tliat  to  be  law  which  the^ 
ablest  jurists  in  the  State,  not  to  say  United  State^  had^ 
assured  me  was  not  law.     Ajs  the  law  of    Christtian  m. 
equity  and  righteousness  had  proved  ineffectual  to  the  ^ 
recovery  of  my  rights  so  unjustly  wrested  £rom  me,  11^ 
was  compelled,  as  my  last  and  only  resort,  to  try  the  ^ 
ellicacy  of  civil  law,  not  even  suspecting  that  by  sub- 
mitting the  case  to  a  reference,  I  should  cut  myself  off 
from  the  i)rotection  of  that  very  law  on  which  I  had 
placed  my  chief  reliance,  and  which  such  able  jurists 
had  assured  me  could  not  fail. 

Tuesday,  the  24th  of  June,  was  the  day  appointed 
for  the  trial  in  the  court  house  in  Boston.     A  week  or 
ten  days  before  the  time  arrived,  Mr.  Curtis  sent  me  a 
note  informing  me  that  liis  health  was  so  feeble  and  his 
strength  so  prostrated,  by  his  exhausting  efforts  in  a 
protracted  trial  in  the  Circuit  Court,  that  he  could  not 
argue  my  case,  unless  I  would  wait  for  him  to  Tecniity 
and  that  he  was  going  to  leave  the  city  that  very  day 
for  the  purpose  of  rest  and  recovery.     As  the  referees 
had  already  appointed  the  day  for  trial,  and  the  wit- 
nesses were  in  part  summoned,  I  was  obliged  to  relin- 
quish his  services,  which  I  did  with  great  reluctance, 
and  to  seek  another  counsellor.     And  I  found  an  able 
one  in  the  attorney-general,  Clifford,  since  governor  of 
the    Commonwealth,  as    every  intelligent  man   must 
admit,  who  either  heard  Ms  argument,  or  has  since  read 
it,  or  shall  yet  read  it,  as  most  of  it  he  will  find  in  u 
future  chapter.     But  he  did  not  consent  to  take  my 
case  till  he  had  spent  some  hours  with  Mr,  Curtis,  that 
he  might  ascertain  his  views  of  the  subject. 

Op  Tuesday,  at  10  o'clock,  the  referees  were  seated 
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«ii  the  judge's  bench,  and  the  case  was  opened  by  Mr. 
^y.  In  defence  of  his  client  Mr.  Choatc  set  up  the 
plea  oi privilege  ;  and  that  he  might  induce  the  referees 
the  more  readily  to  admit  the  plea,  he  must  show  that 
Dr.  Adams  had  probable  cause  for  saying  and  doing 
irhat  was  charged  upon  him  in  the  Avrit.  To  accom- 
plish this  purpose,  he  proposed  to  introduce  the  David- 
son story,  on  which  I  had  been  tried  and  honorably 
acquitted  years  ago  by  a  most  thorough  and  sifting 
trijd  in  that  very  court  house.  To  this  course  Mr. 
Clifford  strongly  objected,  on  the  ground  that  the  case 
had  been  adjudicated  and  settled  long  ago,  by  a  verdict 
oinot  g-uilty^  and  that  it  was  altogether  unfair  to  bring 
np  that  matter,  certainly  not  without  giving  us  previous 
notice,  that  we  might  be  prepared  with  rebutting  testi- 
mony. But  Mr.  Choate  argued  that  a  verdict  of  not 
guilty  often  meant  nothing  more  than  an  acquittal  from 
legal  guilt,  while  moral  guilt  still  remained,  and  that 
dergymen,  who  had  the  honor  and  purity  of  the  church 
and  ministry  in  their  keeping,  were  not  bound  to  regard 
an  acquittal  by  a  jury  as  any  convincing  evidence  of  a 
man's  moral  innocence.  Mr.  Clifford  then  proposed  to 
show  the  referees,  by  the  testimony  of  Mr.  George  W. 
Bond,  one  of  the  jurymen  who  sat  on  my  case,  that  I 
"was  acquitted  on  the  testimony^  and  not  on  any  technU 
culUies  of  the  law.  But  Mr.  Choate  objected  to  Mr. 
Bond's  being  admitted  to  testify;  and  finally,  rather 
than  have  him  testify,  he  admitted  what  we  were  going 
to  prove  by  Mr.  Bond.  In  his  argument,  however,  Mr. 
Choate  evidently  forgot  this  admission.  But  he  pre- 
vailed with  the  referees  to  give  him  liberty  to  go  over 
that  old  disgusting  story  again.  And  when  the  referees 
gave  him  that  liberty  I  felt  that  I  had  made  a  great 
miBtake  in  consenting  to  a  reference ;   for  though  the 
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gentlemen  are  undoubtedly  honest  and  intelligent  men, 
yet  I  was  fearful  that  they  were  looking  at  this  subject 
through  the  medium  of  prejudice.  But  keeping  in  mind 
the  confident  assurance  which  Mr.  Webster  and  Mr, 
Curtis  had  given  me,  I  could  not  believe  that  I  was  in 
danger  of  losing  the  case.  I  do  not  know  what  Mr. 
Choate  would  or  could  have  done,  if  the  referees  had 
not  allowed  him  to  resuscitate  that  story,  which  had 
been  dead  and  buried  for  six  years;  for  even  his  prolific 
genius  could  find  nothing  new  against  me. 

I  shall  take  but  little  notice  of,  and  make  but  few 
comments  on,  the  testimony  introduced  during  the 
trial,  choosing  rather,  in  order  to  avoid  needless  repeti- 
tion, to  refer  the  reader  for  information  on  that  point, 
to  the  argument  of  Mr.  Clifford.  There  are,  however, 
two  or  three  "remarkable  incidents"  which  occurred 
during  the  trial,  requiring  special  notice  from  me. 

The  correspondence  between  Mr.  Adams  and  rayselE 
published  in  1846,  and  which  has  already  been  referred 
to,  was  brought  before  the  referees,  and  an  attempt  wai 
made  by  the  counsel  of  Dr.  Adams,  doubtless  at  his 
suggestion,  to  turn  it  to  my  injury,  especially  the  closing 
part  of  it,  in  which  the  committee  of  my  church  arc 
represented  as  speaking  of  me  in  high  terms  of  com- 
mendation. Dr.  Adams  seems  to  have  taken  it  foi 
granted  that  I  was  the  author  of  that  portion  of  the 
pamphlet,  and  that  to  prove  the  authorship  on  me 
would  show  that  I  was  an  unscrupulous  and  vain  man 
to  pen  and  publish  expressions  so  laudatory  of  myself 
And  when  Mr.  Calvin  Walton,  the  clerk  of  my  churcl 
and  one  of  the  committee  who  was  appointed  to  adc 
notes  to  the  correspondence,  was  on  the  stand,  Mr 
Adams's  counsel  wished  to  ascertain  from  him  whethei 
'  was  not  the  writer  of  the  last  page.     Mr.  Walton 
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without  hesitation,  acknowledged  that  he  was  the  au- 
thor. And  verily  it  was  so.  I  never  penned  a  word, 
nor  attempted  any  dictation  about  the  matter.  And  as 
Mr.  Walton  has  since  deceased,  and  as  he  was  an  un- 
wavering and  useful  friend  of  mine  to  the  last,  I  must 
be  j>eTmitted  here,  out  of  respect  to  his  memory,  and  as 
a  public  testimony  of  my  gratitude  for  his  services,  to 
quote  the  closing  part  of  the  correspondence,  which  Dr. 
Adams  expected  to  show  the  referees  was  WTitten  by 
me. 

We  have  never  yet  seen  any  thing  to  impair  our  confidence 
in  Mr.  Fairchild,  wliom  we  have  long  known  and  esteemed. 
We  have  ever  lovetl  him  for  the  uniform  kindness  and  goo<lnes8 
of  his  heart,  —  confided  in  him  as  a  neighbor  and  friend,  —  and 
we  still  honor  and  respect  him  as  a  minister  of  the  gospel  and 
an  exemplary  Christian,  with  an  ardor  undiminished,  and  a 
constancy  unchanged.  In  the  midst  of  his  late  severe  trials 
and  persecutions,  when  summer  friends  deserted  him,  and 
avowed  enemies  exulted  in  his  supposed  downfall,  our  confi- 
dence in  his  integrity  was  undiminished.  And  when  the  dark 
'!loud  which  gathered  around  him  and  threatened  to  overwhelm 
him,  cleared  away,  a  thrill  of  gladness  vibrated  through  our 
hearts,  known  only  to  those  who  have  been  restored  to  friends 
suppoi^ed  to  be  defid,  yet  found  to  be  alive  agjiin.  We  clearly 
saw  that  no  guilt  had  been  proved  agiiinst  him,  and  therefore 
felt  bound  to  regard  him  as  innoc(?nt,  wondering  how  any  hu- 
man creature  could  have  a  heart  to  add  another  grain  to  his 
looil  of  suffering,  or  infiict  one  fresh  wound  upon  his  wife  and 
children.  We  deem  him  one  of  the  most  injured  and  persecuted 
clergj'men  which  the  history  of  this  country  can  furnish.  He 
has  truly  been  hunted  "  like  a  partridge  upon  the  mountains  ; " 
and  this,  too,  chiefly  by  the  professors  of  Christianity,  which 
everywhere  enjoins  charity,  kindness,  and  forbearance  ;  and  all 
because  he  will  not  acknowledge  himself  guilty  of  crimes  which 
he  never  committed,  and  make  "  a  confession  to  justify  the  opin- 
ions and  conduct  of  tho:?c"  who  saw  fit  to  accuse  him,  and  who 
seem  to  act  as  if  they  thought  that  Ids  destruction  was  neces- 
sary to  their  salvation. 

But,  tliank  God,  he  still  lives  and  is  again  restored  to  us,  and 
hboring  among  us  with  his  former  faithfulness  and  success; 
and  we  shall  still  cluster  around  lum  and  sustain  him  "  through 
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evil  report  and  good  report,"  Sink  or  swim,  —  come  weal  o( 
come  woe,  we  pledge  ourselves  to  cleave  unto  him,  —  **hii 
people  shall  be  our  people,  and  his  God  our  God."  A  kind 
Providence  blessing  us,  neither  he  nor  his  familj  shall  snfiei 
from  cold,  or  hunger,  or  nakedness.  True,  we  are  not  rich  i 
but  we  will  do  what  we  can.  And  we  believe  that  there  an 
sympathizing  men  and  women  of  ample  means  and  generoai 
hearts,  who  will  gladly  supply  our  deficiencies.  Here  liave  we 
fixed  our  abodes  in  this  world,  —  here  have  we  erected  ooi 
family  altars ;  and  with  the  broad  aegis  of  the  law  around  lu, 
we  would  worship  the  God  of  our  fathers  in  quietness  and 
peace.  Many  of  us  were,  through  the  instrument^ility  of  Mr. 
Fnirohild,  aroused  to  a  sense  of  our  guilt  as  sinners,  and  were 
pointed  by  him  to  ^^  the  Lamb  of  God  that  taketh  away  the 
sins  of  the  world  ; "  and  we  still  love  to  listen  to  the  words  of 
truth  as  they  fall  from  his  lips.  It  calls  fresh  to  our  minds 
scenes  of  joy  that  are  past,  and  on  which  memory  loves  to 
dwell. 

When  Mr.  Ebenczer  Hayward,  another  of  the  com- 
mittee, was  on  the  stand,  Mr.  Adams's  counsel  ques- 
tioned him  as  to  the  author  of  the  notes  in  the  corre- 
ppondence.  Mr.  Hayward  replied  that  "he  did  nol 
know  the  author  or  authors  of  them  all;  but  he  did 
know  that  Mr.  Fairchild  wrote  the  note  commenting  on 
a  passage  which  Mr.  Adams  had  quoted  from  the  booli 
of  Job,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Fairchild."  As  the  authorship 
of  that  note  was  thus  put  on  me,  and  as  I  have  uniform]} 
made  it  a  point  to  own  up,  when  justly  accused,  I  wil 
here  insert  that  note.  Mr.  Adams,  in  his  letter  to  mc 
dated  April  10,  1846,  after  exhorting  me,  if  innocent 
to  "maintain  an  humble,  quiet,  steady  course  of  laboi 
for  the  good  of  souls,  and  leave  myself  to  Grod,*'  im« 
mediately  quotes  the  following  text  from  Job:  —  "Foi 
remember,  I  pray  thee,  who  ever  perished,  being  imio- 
cent,  or  where  were  the  righteous  cut  off?  "  On  this  1 
3ommented  as  follows :  — 


Does  Mr.  Adams  mean  to  say  that  the  innocent  have  m^^ 
perished,  and  that  the  righteous  were  fiever  cut  off.'     It  is  in 
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fad  tme  that  the  innocent  haA^e  never  perished,  and  the  right- 
«os  wiTC  never  cut  off,  it*  those  who  cut  them  off  and  caused 
tlwn  to  perish  are  suitable  judges  in  the  case ;  for  tliey  never 
fam  their  victims  either  innocent  or  rigliteous,  but  always 
wicked  and  guilty.  Were  not  Christ,  and  his  apostles,  and  a 
Bnltitude  of  martyrs,  **of  whom  the  world  was  not  worthy," 
nmocent  and  righteous  ?  And  yet  they  were  cut  off.  And  in 
tor  timei!,  has  not  many  a  man  been  imprisoned  and  even  exe- 
oited  upon  the  gallows,  who  was  entirely  innocent  of  the  crimes 
fiw  vLich  he  fsuffered  ? 

But  we  thank  Mr.  Adams  for  this  quotation.  It  w\as  taken 
fiontlie  book  of  Job;  and  we  should  lik(;  to  turn  his  attention 
to  some  things  in  Job's  history  as  bearing  a  strong  resembhince 
to  eome  things  in  Mr.  Fairchlld's.  It  seems  that  Job  had  three 
ftiendj*  who  came  to  sympathize  with  him  in  his  troubles ;  which 
reminds  us  of  Mr,  Fairchild's  tlire(5  friends  who  went  to  Exe- 
tw.  Job's  friends  *'  sat  down  with  liim  seven  days  and  seven 
nightji.  and  none  spake  a  word  unto  him  ;  for  they  saw  that  his 
p*cf  was  great."  But  the  council  at  Exeter  had  hardly  been 
"*  8'*'f>ion  sei'e?i  mimttes,  before  one  of  Mr.  Fairchild's  friends 
toW  them  in  effect,  *'  that  if  they  did  not  put  him  down,  he  would 
'^'J  a  niill-stone  about  their  necks."  The  friends  of  Job  had  pre- 
vjoujilj  made  up  their  minds  against  him.  JJefure  tliey  went  to 
*yni|»ailiize  wirii  hhn,  they  believed  him  a  hyi)ocrile,  and  guilty 
^  iIk.'  most '*  consummate  wickedness,"  just  as  did  Mr.  Fair- 
^ii'l's  friends.  The  first  who  spake,  after  their  long  silence, 
**^  Kliphaz  the  Temanite,  in  the  language  quoted  by  Mr. 
Adam?,  «  Kfmeniber,  I  pi-ay  thee,  who  ever  ])erislied,  being  in- 
'^^nt?  or  where  wore  the  righteous  cut  off?"  We  will  add 
^her quotation  from  his  speech;  for  he  was  evidently  *'testify- 
"^  to  his  impressions."  '» They  that  plough  inicpiity  and  sow 
^Mncss,  reap  the  same.  By  tlie  bla^l  of  Clod  they  i)erish 
•nd  by  the  breath  of  his  nostrils  they  are  consumed."  Tlius 
^^  set'  how  the  mind  of  Eliphaz  was  war[)ed  by  his  pr(;vious 
Pf^^umption  of  Job's  guilt.  Then  Bildad  the  Shuite  atldresses 
"™>  in  much  the  same  strain.  He  tells  him  that  "he  is  a  hypo- 
T'^'*''"*'"''  *-his  hojie  shall  be  cut  off"  —  and  that  *'his  trust 
fhall  bo  a  spider's  web."  Then  stood  up  Zophar  th(5  Naamath- 
*^  and  said,  "  Shouhl  not  a  multitude  of  words  be  answered  ? 
■^should  a  man  lull  of  talk  be  justilied?  Should  thy  lies 
^e  men  hold  their  i)eace  ?  know  tliou  that  God  exact elh  of 
"^/<'ss  than  tiiine  iniquity  des<*rv<'th." 

^0  Wonder  that  poor  Job,  in  the  presence  of  such  friends, 
"(P^^^  strange,  and  made  an  unfavorable  impressiion  on  their 
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mind-.  He  knt-w  tliat  h''  was  not  tin;  man  tliey  took  him  to  he. 
But  all  bis  solemn  iisst'verations  of  innocence  did  not  "  remove 
their  first  impressions."  At  first  he  was  lis  meek  as  a  lamb, 
and  as  plaintive  as  a  dove.  But  at  length  he  grew  restive  am 
impatient  under  their  false  charges  and  pious  cant,  and  ad — 
dressed  them  in  language  so  indignant  and  sarcastic,  as  mode^ 
them  quake  and  quail,  and  blush  for  very  shame,  lie  exclaims^ 
"  My  brethren  have  dealt  deceitfully  as  a  brook,  and  as  th< 
stream  of  brooks  they  pass  away.  Ye  dig  a  pit  for  your  frienc 
Yo,  are  forgers  of  lies.  No  doubt  ye  are  tlie  people,  and  vfu 
dom  shall  die  with  you.  But  I  have  understanding  as  well 
you.  I  am  not  inferior  to  you.  Miserable  comforters  arc  y< 
all.  If  your  soul  were  in  my  souFs  stead,  I  would  heap  u\ 
words  against  you,  and  shake  my  head  at  you.  Suffer  me  tha" 
I  may  si)eak ;  and  after  that  I  have  spoken,  —  mock  on."  Wha 
withering  irony  !     What  biting  saixasm  ! 

Now  Mr.  Adams  thinks  that  Mr.  Fairchild  cannot  be  a 
man  because  he  has  shown  such  a  spirit  and  temper  in  bis  writ- 
ings. But  would  he  aist  Job  out  of  the  pale  of  his  charit^"^ 
because  fte  exhibited  such  a  spirit  and  temper  when  replying 
his  sympathizing  iriends  ? 


CHAPTER  XXII. 

My  committee,  in  their  notes,  took  occasion  to  sj 
of  the  frequency  with  which  they  had  seen  it  annonni 
in  1  he  papers  about  that  time  that  Dr.  Adams  had  de- 
li vered  several  charges  at  the  ordination  and  insta]iatioK7 
of  clergymen.  This  fact  suggested  to  the  mind  of  Mr. 
Walton  the  idea  of  \vTiting  such  a  charge  as  Dr.  Adams 
ottg-ht  to  give  to  the  next  candidate  for  ordination,  if  his 
treatment  of  me  was  in  accordance  with  the  require- 
ments  of  the  gospel,  which  charge  he  did  make  and 
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publish.      And  as  the  authorship  of  thai  charge  has 

been  put  upon  me  by  the  friends  of  Dr.  Adams,  in  the 

preparation  of  which  I  had  no  hand,  and  know  not  that 

8uch  a  matter  was  in  contemplation,  till  Mr.  Walton 

'^d  to  me  the  maimscript,  I  will  here  insert  it,  as  a 

'Pt^'ciinen  of  his  power  in  exhibiting  truth  in  expressions 

of  irony  and  sarcasm  seldom  equalled,  —  a  power  to 

^'liich  I  make  no  pretensions. 

CUARGE  TO   A  PASTOR. 

Su«rec«itcd  on  re:wling  tlic  recent  correppondence  between  tlie  Rev.  Messrs. 
^<*>MiM  and  FoirchUd. 

3Iy  dkar  Bkothkr,  —  The  experience  of  those  who  have 

6^no  before  you,  and  who  arc  your  elders  in  the  ministry,  should 

**ot  be  lightly  regarded,  and  to  one  j)oint  of  great  moment,  and 

^*n    which  my  own  experience  has  of  late  lieen  extensive,  I 

*'OuM  urge  your  particular  attention.     Tliat  j)uint  is  no  less 

"^n.11  the  purity  of  the  ministry.    jNIen  are  licentious.     ^Ministers 

®^   the  go-pel  are  not  peHect,  and  I  grieve  to  say,  that  of  late, 

"^miiv  whom  the   world  caUed  j;ood  and  «rre:it,  and  who  have 

nc* r titofore  enjoyed  the  confi<lence  of  the  cliunrhes,  liave  fal- 

^^^i  —  ** fallen  like  Lucifer  from  luiaven,"  cau>ing  great  .scandal 

^  the  sacHMl  cause  in  which  we  are  engag(Ml.    (.Timnl,  llierefon*, 

"^^   purity  of  the  ministry  as  the  apple  of  your  eye.     ShouM, 

f^  *wij  time,  a  hrother  clergyman  in  whom  you  have  confid*'nce, 

^^    accused  of  licentiousness,  no  matter  by  wlioni,  even  bv  one 

**ase  whole  life  has  been  steeped  in  infamy,  one;  who  is  all  over 

^■"^tering  with  pollution,  hjiid  a  willing  ear  to  the  sciindal ;  leave 

^  stone  unturned  to  ferret  out  the  truth,  and  be  extremely 

^^eful  to  take  counsel  with  the  enemies  of  your  brother ;  for 

^^tniies  are  quickscentcd  in  searching  out  th(^  faults  of  those 

^Vy  would  seek  to  injure  ;  and  in  (employing  such,  you  run  no 

^*k  of  their  endeavoring  to  gloss  over  his  faults,  but  on  the 

^frary,  they   will   magnify  his  well  meant,  but   unguarded 

Actions  aud  expressions,  into  sins  of  the  <leepest  dye.     Obey,  by 

ill  means,  the  Scripture  injunction,  *•  Tell  your  brother  his  fault. 

between  you  and  him  alon<',"  and  should  your  brother  be  drivtMi 

to  the  borders  of  derangi'ment,  on  account  of  tin?  enormity  of  the 

crime  with  which  he  is  charj^ed;  if  vou  discover  anv  thing  in  his 

naoner  or  conversation  that  do<.'S  not  correspond  with  your  [)re- 

CODccived  ideas  of  the  manner  in  which  an  innocent  man  should 

act  and  converse  ;  or  if  you  see  or  bear  any  thing  that  gives 

20 
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you  fin  i/nj)r(SsioH  tliat  ]u:.  is  guilty,  k't  your  i/nprcssfons  be  like 
confirmations,  "strong  as  proofs  from  Holy  Writ/'  for  a  man  may 
**lo<jk  like  the  innocent  flower,  yet  be  the  serpent  under  it," 

Having  received  a  deep  impression  of  your  brother's  guilt, 
your  duty  is  jilain.  It  is  a  duty  you  owe  to  the  ministry,  and 
to  the  purity  of  the  church,  to  pursue  that  brother  with  an 
earncdtncss  that  knows  no  abatement.  You  are  to  shut  your 
ey<\s  to  all  evidence  of  his  purity,  for  if  you  once  admit  the  pos- 
sibility of  his  innocence,  the  immaculateness  of  your  own  judg- 
ment would  be  in  j(?opardy,  and  you  would  be  com)>elled  to 
make  the  always  mortifying  admission,  that  you  had  formed  a 
hasty  conclusion  without  duly  weighing  the  evidence. 

Shoidd  your  accused  brother  be  called  before  a  council  of  his 
peers,  to  inquire  into  the  charges  against  him,  then  neglect  not 
to  appear,  and  in  the  most  solemn  maimer  testif}-  to  your 
impressiunSn  parlicuhirly  if  any  of  the  members  sympathize 
with  him  on  account  of  his  former  good  standing  and  useful- 
ness ;  and  doubtless  your  solemn  manner  and  pious  tones  will 
GonHrm  the  wavering  and  convince  the  doubting;  they  will 
ima^i^iiie  that  there  is  something  more  th.in  appears  upon  the 
Burfac<%  something  dreadful  hereafker  to  be  disclosed.  If  you 
j)ursue  this  truly  honest  course,  your  influence  will  be  astonish- 
ing, and  herealler,  no  one  accused,  be  he  innocent  or  guilty, 
will  have,  the  hardilioml  to  apj>ear  before  a  council  where  you 
are  to  testify,  and  in  this  manner  all  whose  purity  is  suspected 
will  be  effectually  silenced. 

l>e  jiartieular,  in  order  to  impress  your  accused  brother  that 
you  are  his  warm  friend,  to  sympathize  with  him  and  his  fam- 
ily, exhorting  him  never  to  despond,  assuring  him  that  if  inno- 
cent, the  Lord  will  ojmmi  a  ))atli  for  his  escape ;  soothing  him 
with  the  reflection  that  the  Great  Ruler  of  the  universe  will 
never  forsake  those  who  put  their  trust  in  him;  that  he  will 
yet  overcome  his  enemies  and  trea<l  upon  their  high  places; 
that  although  his  enemies  may  appear  for  a  season  to  triumph, 
yet  "  Ho  who  doetli  all  things  well,"  will  yet  bring  him  forth  from 
the  furnace  of  affliction  "  as  gold  seven  times  purified." 

Having  gone  thus  far,  it  may  so  occur,  that  your  brethren  in 
the  council  may  not  all  be  so  fully  persuaded  of  his  guilt  as  you 
are,  and  may  not,  afler  all,  condemn  him.  In  that  case  your 
position  would  be  extremely  awkward.  And  as  innocent  men, 
under  trying  circumstances,  have  been  known  to  confess  crimee 
of  which  they  were  not  guilty,  write  him  an  artful  letter,  urgiag 
him  to  confess;  throw  out  such  inducements  as  will  readily 
suggest  themselves  to  a  man  of  shrewdness;  and  if  he  con- 
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fe^ses,  though  innocent  as  the  angels  in  lieaven,  your  popularity 
^*n  l>e  certain;  you  will  be  honored  as  an  instrum(iiit  in  having 
***<i  church  from  the  foul  reproach  of  having  connived  at  sin, 
***cl  countenanced  iniquity  in  liigh  places. 

S^kould  the  council  recommend  him  to  appeal  to  the  laws  of 

"^s  country,  where  a  competent  power  exists  to  compel  tlie  at- 

|*^*^<lance  of  witnesses,  and  elicit  all  the  tnitli ;  and  should  your 

"^^Xitlier,  on  account  of  the  deep  conspiracy  arniyed  against  liim, 

?t^  from  a'»y  other  cause,  be  fearful  to  meet  his  accusers  face  to 

^Cf,  your  next  most  prudent  course  would  be  to  manifest  a 

^^fong  desire  tliat  your  accused  brother  may  be  found  innocent ; 

^^id  to  make  your  apimrent  hopes  appear  sinot.'n*,  get  some 

■nend  to  urge  him  by  all  means  to  come  to  a  trial;  promising 

^  on  inducement,  that  whenever  pronounced  not  guilty  by  a 

JBiy  of  his  countrj'men,  you  will   most  cordially  receive  him 

into  fellowship,  and  joyfully  be  the  first  to  welcome  him  to  your 

pnlpit.     But  if,  u|>on  his  trial,  it  should  ap])ear  as  clear  as  the 

BUD  at  noonday,  that  he  is   innocent   of    the  crime  charged 

Against  him,  that  an  iniamous  plot,  conceived  in  th(;  minds  of 

his  avowed  and  bitter  enemies  had  been  laid  to  dirstroy  him,  — 

go  not  near  him;  tell  the  world   that  your  strong  impressions 

of  his  guilt  still  remain;  that  courts  and  jui-ies  are  human  and 

consequently  liable  to  err ;  and  that  you  cannot  conceive  it  pos- 

ftible  that  a  man,  appearing  as  he  did  when  denying  his  guilt, 

can  be  innocent ;  that  no  innocent  man  would  pay  hush  money 

to  a  false  accuser,  and  that  time  will  yet  develop  something 

that  will  convince  ever}'  unprejudiced  mind  that  he  is  guilty  of 

a  longer  and  blacker  catalogue  of  crimes  than  the  most  abject 

wretch  that  walks  the  streets. 

If  his  frien<ls,  (for  he  may  have  warm  friends  still,  who  sym- 
pathize with  him,)  desire  his  resettlement  in  the  ministry,  your 
duty  will  be  to  prevent  it  if  possible  ;  for  this  purpose  you  will 
do  well  to  op()0.'^e  their  organization  into  a  church,  .•«hould  they 
desire  it,  which  in  all  probability  they  may ;  and  no  matter 
how  uncongregational  it  may  apfK'ar,  (for  Congregationalism  is 
a  mere  institution  of  men,  and  of  minor  eonseipience.)  you  may 
a^k  them  if  they  intend  calling  this  obnoxious  brother  as  their 
minis»ter.  If  the  tiuestion  is  objt.'cted  to,  as  out  of  order,  no 
matter ;  oppose  their  organization  into  a  church ;  vote  against 
it,  and  you  will  have  absolved  yourself  from  any  participation  in 
the  matter. 

Ill  the  event  that  your  brethren  in  the  ministry  sliouUl  be  so 
lost  to  deference  to  your  opinion  as  to  organize  the  church,  con- 
gratulate yourself  on  your  foresight,  and  leave  no  elTort  untried 
to  throw  obstacles  in  their  progress. 
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Af^er  the  obnoxious  church  has  been  formed,  their  next  ste 
will  be  to  have  him  installed  as  their  pastor.  This  you  mu; 
oppose  by  all  possible  means.  For  this  purpose  busy  you: 
self  in  endeavoring  to  prevent  his  instalment ;  and  here  yoa 
utmost  foresight^  cunning,  and  shrewdness,  will  be  call^  i 
requisition.  Throw  out  an  insinuation  that  the  instalment  wi 
never  take  place,  get  up  a  remonstrance,  and  go  from  one  clej 
gyman  to  another  to  procure  signatures.  Or,  if  you  would  w 
appear  to  take  a  too  active  part  in  the  business,  get  the  assis 
ance  of  some  sworn  enemy  to  the  suspected  brotlier,  who  wi 
doubtless  do  the  running  for  you  with  swifl  and  willing  feel 
and  no  doubt  by  this  means  you  will  be  able  to  attain  an  am 
of  names  sutfieicntly  imposing.  If  even  this  should  fail,  an 
the  installation  proceed,  it  will  be  something  gained.  You  wi 
have  as  many  as  sign  the  remonstrance  to  countenance  yoa  i 
your  proceeding. 

Ailer  the  minister  is  installed,  and  the  church  is  going  o 
harmoniously,  give  no  rest  to  the  soles  of  your  feet,  till  yo 
have  exhausted  ave^y  possible  means  to  throw  obstacles  i 
their  path.  If  any  members  in  your  church  should  in  an  orderl 
manner  seek  a  removal  to  the  obnoxious  church,  you,  as 
watchful  guardian  of  their  consciences,  must  be  sure  to  mak 
every  po.-ssible  objection  ;  for  if  your  church  should  give  a  lett€ 
in  the  usual  form,  it  will  be  construed  into  an  acknowledg^ei 
of  the  good  standing  of  the  clergyman,  and  regular  standiQg  o 
the  church,  which  is  by  all  means  to  be  avoided.  To  accoiz 
plish  your  object,  it  might  be  advisable  to  institute  a  scrutiniziD] 
investigation  of  the  character  of  their  pastor ;  and  should  he  b 
a  man  advanced  in  life,  and  had  difficuhies  in  places  where  h 
has  previously  labored,  difficulties  which  occurred  many  year 
ago,  with  the  obscurity  of  time  hanging  about  them,  ferret  then 
out,  —  write  letters  from  Maine  to  Georgia ;  compass  sea  an 
land  to  obtain  somewhat  against  him.  If  any  should  sugges 
that  such  a  course  would  harrow  up  the  feelings  of  his  famil 
and  friends,  never  mind,  leave  such  weakness  to  women  an> 
children.  What  has  inflexible  duty  to  do  with  sympathy 
Acquit  yourself  like  a  man,  and  if,  in  so  doing,  you  only  injur 
yourself,  and  are  lefl  standing  alone ;  still  there  is  somethin 
grand  and  glorious  in  becoming  a  martyr  to  truth  and  uncom 
promising  justice.     Amen. 

I  hope  my  reader  will  excuse  me  for  what  may  seen 
to  him  a  digression,  and  now  return  with  me  to  th 
court  room,  to  witness  another '' remarkable  incident 
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in  the  testimony  there  introduced  to  destroy  me.    After 
the  trial  had  been  progressing  till  near  the  close  of  the 
third  day,  Mr.  Hubbard  said  to  Mr.  Clifford  that  he  had 
8e\'eral  anonymous  letters  in  a  disguised  hand,  addressed 
to  Mr.  Adams  and  others,  which  he  proposed  to  intro- 
dace  into  the  case.     Why  he  delayed  their  introduction 
to  that  late  hour,  is  a  matter  best  known  to  himself.     I 
cannot,  however,  avoid  the  suspicion  that  he  kept  them 
l>ack  from  a  consciousness  that  his  knowledge  of  my 
handwriting  would  not  justify  him  in  the  attempt  to 
J^ve  them  sworn  on  me.     But  as  nothing  new  could 
be  brought  against  me,  he  at  length  ventured  to  intro- 
duce them,  doubtless  hoping  that  they  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  show  the  referees   that  the   author  of  such 
^delicate  letters,  especially  the  one  to  Dr.  Adams,  was 
^^  a  fit  person  to  teach  morality  and  religion  to  man- 
*^d-     He  told  Mr.  Clifford  that  certain  experts  were 
'^y  to  swear  those  letters  on  me  as  the  WTiter.     As 
^  Said  he  had  no  wish  to  take  Mr.  Clifford  unawares, 
"^  offered  to  let  him  see  the  letters  if  he  chose.    And  so 
™-    Hubbard  promised  to  take  them  to  Mr.  Clifford's 
'^^^^  at  the  Tremont  House   that  evening;   and  Mr. 
V    and  myself  were  requested  to  be  present.  Mr.  Hub- 
^'^  brought  in  the  letters  and  laid  them  on  the  table, 
****  immediately  withdrew. 

■^^^  soon  as  Mr.  Cliflbrd  had  opened  the  letters,  and 

P'^^d  them  out,  I  recognized  in  a  moment  that  they 

^^^  in  the  handwriting  of  Rev.  E.  G.  Wells,  an  aged 

^*     eccentric  clergyman,  who  had  written  me  some 

•[^^^^  before,  two  or  three  letters  on  business  from  Pitts- 

^&,  and  that  there  was  not  the  least  attempt  at  dis- 

P^^^ment.     The  handwriting  was  so  peculiar,  tliat  no 

^^  who  had  seen  it  once  would  be  likely  ever  to  mis- 

20* 
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take  it  afterwards.*     Mr.  Wells  had  a  son  then  reai( 
in  Boston,  on  whom  I  called  the  next  morning,  am 


*  That  the  reader  rony  see  the  Btriking  dissimilarity  between  the  two  liaods, 
the  acooiiipanyiiip  fnc-aimiU»  are  prosenteil  as  fair  specimens.  It  would  har* 
been  grutityinf;  to  present  a  fac-smile  of  one  of  the  letters  produced  in  coarf; 
but  as  those  letters  were  withdrawn  from  the  case  and  tuKcn  care  of  by  Dr. 
Adams,  thov  are  beyond  mv  control.  I  have  given  the  following  specnnea 
of  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  W'elLs  contained  in  a  note  from  him  wnicu  I  h^ 
pcnod  to  have  in  my  possession.  That  the  reader  might  see  at  once  the  little 
resemblance  of  thetwo  hands,  I  copied  with  my  own  hand^  the  note  from  Mr. 
Wells;  but  as  the  litliognipher  had  not  thne  to 'complete  his  work  before  tiM 
printers  needed  it,  the  last  tliree  words  ore  wanting. 


i/WCTLJ 
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wll  him  what  Mr.  Hubbard  was  about  attempting  to 
**^Omplish  by  means  of  Ms  fat  Iter's  letters.     He  in- 
fonned  me  that  his  father  was  in  Philadelphia,  and  that 
he  had  recently  received  two  or  three  letters  from  him, 
which,  at  my  request,  he  took  to  Mr.  Clifford's  room. 
And  when  they  were  opened  and  placed  on  the  table 
by  the  side  of  the  anonymous  letters,  there  could  be  no 
mistake  as  to  the  writer.     Now  there  was  no  harm  in 
the  bare  fact  of  having  written  anonymous  letters.     It 
was  the  character  and  design  of  the  letters  which  the 
opposing  counsel  meant  to  use  to  my  injury.     And  one 
of  the  letters  addressed  to  Mr.  Adams  was  such  a  speci- 
men of  indignant  rebuke  expressed  in  no  very  delicate 
<ir  courteous  terms,  as  might  well  cause  him  to  blush 
for  shame  at  his  fraudulent  attempts  to  fasten  on  me 
the  guilt  of  halving  contracted  by  my  vices,  an  infamous 
disease,  —  and  such  a  specimen,  too,  of  low  and  vulgar 
wit,  as  would  have  given  Mr.  Choate  a  fine  opportunity, 
which  he  would  doubtless  have  improved,  to  show  the 
referees  how  preposterous,  —  how  demoralizing,  —  how 
shocking,  —  how  abhorrent  to  the  pious  feelings  of  all 
good  men   and   good  women,  that  a  man  should  be 
allowed  to  preach  the  pure  gospel,  whose  thoughts  mn 
in  such  an  impure  and  filthy  channel!     And  so  Mr. 
Hubbard  brought  forward  the  letters,  and  Messrs.  Gould 
and  Smith,  two  professed  experts,  were  placed  upon  the 
stand  to  swear  them   upon   me,  notwithstanding  Mr. 
Clifford  had  given  them  previous  assurance,  and  also 
Mr.  Hubbard,  that  he  could  control  those  letters,  and 
show  clearly  that  they  were  in  no  sense  mine.     But  his 
words  seemed  to  them  as  idle  tales,  and  they  believed 
him  not.     These  experts  were  on  the  stand  for  hours, 
having  in  their  hand  an  acknowledged  letter  of  mine, 
and  comparing  it  with  the  anonymous  letters,  pointing 
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out  the  similarity  between  mine  and  theirs,  comparing 
every  letter  in  the  alphabet  from  A  to  Z,  expressing 
their  full  belief  that  one  hand,  and  that  hand  mine,  had 
written  them  all.  Mr.  Wells,  having  been  summoned 
by  telegraphic  despatch  from  Philadelphia,  had  arrived  in 
season  to  give  his  testimony.  And  just  as  the  referees 
had  admitted  the  anonymous  letters  into  the  case,  Mr. 
Wells  was  summoned  on  the  dtand  to  give  rebutting 
testimony.  And  as  his  manner  of  testifying  will  show 
the  reader  the  peculiarities  of  the  man,  I  will  here  g^ve 
as  much  of  his  testimony  as  is  needful,  in  his  own 
words.  Mr.  Ely  having  put  the  letters  into  his  hand, 
proceeded  to  question  him,  as  to  his  knowledge  of  the 
letters  and  their  author.  He  replied  in  these  words: 
"  May  it  please  your  honors,  to  use  a  term  very  familial 
in  relation  to  this  case,  I  acknowledge  the  paternity  of 
these  letters  without  any  aid  from  man,  woman,  oi 
child."  When  Mr.  Hubbard  asked  him,  in  his  cross- 
examination,  whether  he  had  not  consulted  me  on  the 
subject,  and  received  from  me  assistance  or  advice,  he 
said,  "  I  ask  no  man  under  seventy  years  old,  what  1 
may  write,  or  when  I  may  write,  or  to  whom  I  may 
write."  I  will  notice  only  one  more  question.  Mr- 
Hubbard  asked  "why  he  wrote  those  letters?"  He 
replied,  "  I  wrote  them  for  two  reasons.  In  the  firsi 
place,  from  a  sense  of  duty  to  my  heavenly  Father: 
and  in  the  second  place,  from  a  sense  of  duty  to  the 
Rev.  defendant  here.  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to  admon- 
ish and  rasp  that  man  for  his  abusive  treatment  of  Mr. 
Fairchild."  Now  I  think  that  no  reader  will  say  that  1 
err  in  calling  this  "  a  providence  of  God."  Where  waa 
it  ever  before  known  that  the  writer  of  an  anonymooa 
letter  mider  such  circumstances,  was  ascertained,  and 
his  presence  secured,  to  acknowledge  the  fact?     And  if 
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it  had  not  been  so  in  this  case,  the  reader  can  well 
imagine  what  must  have  been  my  fate.  The  referees 
would  doubtless  have  admitted  tlie  testimony  of  these 
experts*,  and  with  them  it  would  have  weighed  heavily. 
**But  the  snare  was  broken,  and  I  escaped."  Now  I 
venture  to  assert  that  no  two  handwritings  could  be 
found  in  all  Boston  more  dissimilar  than  mine  and  that 
of  the  gentleman  who  wTote  tliose  letters ;  for  he  did 
not  attempt  to  disguise  his  hand,  but  wrote  just  as  he 
always  writes,  only  omitting  his  signature.  And  yet 
Mr.  Adams  was  willing  to  have  them  sworn  upon  me, 
having  been  familiar  with  my  hand\^^riting  for  many 
years!  and  who  must  have  known,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
niy  utter  inability  to  write  such  a  hand!  Besides,  those 
wonymous  letters,  as  Dr.  Adams  well  knew,  were  writ- 
tea  in  different  months  and  different  years.  And  yet 
*key  were  all  written  in  precisely  the  same  uniform 
'^nd;  whereas  no  person  who  undertakes  to  disguise 
his  hand,  would  be  likely  to  have  that  uniformity,  even 
if  all  were  written  tlie  same  day.  The  adventurous  in- 
troduction of  those  letters  into  the  case,  and  the  rash 
testimony  as  to  their  origin,  strikingly  illustrate  the 
fonnidable  power  of  prejudice,  so  often  my  lot  to  en- 
^nntcr  in  the  progress  of  this  whole  affair. 

I  niust  say  one  word  here  in  relation  to  tliose  experts, 
1  never  had  any  previous  acquaintance  with  them, 
^cy  were  never  even  known  by  me  till  I  saw  them  on 
*he  stand.  But  they  are  said  to  be  very  respectable  and 
honorable  gentlemen ;  and  I  would  not  detract  a  single 
P^iele  from  their  respectability  and  lionor.  But  I  did 
^^^  that  when  they  saw  how  mistaken  they  were  in 
*"C»r  testimony,  and  how  they  had  put  me  in  jeopardy, 
*^  Would  have  been  magnanimous  enough  to  offer  to 
P*y  the  expenses  of  summoning  the  witness  from  Pliila- 
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(lelphia,  and  of  his  attendance  in  court,  all  <>f  \vli!(  li 
amounted  to  about  thirty  dollars.  1  have  inmlr  j).r- 
Bonal  application  to  each  of  them  that  they  would,  as  a 
mere  matter  of  equity  and  charity,  consider  the  danger- 
ous position  in  which  they  had  placed  me  by  their  mis- 
taken testimony,  and  refund,  at  least,  a  part  of  what 
they  occasioned  me,  in  my  poverty,  to  pay.  But  they 
seemed  not  to  consider  themselves  as  at  all  ind€»bted  to 
me.  Perhaps  they  thought  that  I  was  indebted  to  them 
for  having  henceforth  deprived  them  of  their  occupation 
as  experts.  However  this  may  be,  it  seems  to  have 
been  my  fate  to  pay  people  for  their  attempts  to  crush 
and  ruin  me.  But  I  believe  it  will  be  admitted  on  all 
hands,  (especially  by  those  of  ray  fellow-citizens  who 
have  suffered  so  grievously  from  this  source,)  that  I  have 
done  the  public  some  service  in  showing  how^  little  de- 
pendence can  be  placed  on  the  judgment  of  exports; 
and  I  trust  that  the  experts  themselves  will,  in  future,  be 
a  little  less  confident,  and  a  little  more  modest  in  their 
pretensions. 

I  shall  say  nothing  more  with  regard  to  the  testi- 
mony, but  leave  that  matter  wholly  to  Mr.  Clifibrdi 
whose  argument  is  now  to  be  submitted  to  the  cxami- 
nation  of  the  reader 
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CHAPTER    XXIII. 

RIr.  Clifford's  argument  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Fairchild, 
delivered  before  the  referees,  July  24,  1851. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Gentlemen,  —  If,  in  the  present  state 

of  iny  health,  I  supposed  that  tlie  interests  of  my  client,  or  the 

ultimate  decision  of  tliis  cause,  depended  ii|)on  my  efforts,  I 

•hould  feel  con.strained  to  a<!k  for  a  still  further  postponement, 

in  ordtir  to  reply  to  the  elabonite  argument  of  the  learned  coun- 

•«\  for  the  defendant,  to  which  we  have  listened  during  the  past 

^'o  days.     But  I  am  iiappy  to  believe,  in  view  of  thu  precise 

M«w  between  these  parties,  that  a  considerable  portion  of  that 

"punent  requires  no  answer  at  the  plaint iff's  hands.     Before 

I*oceeding  to  the  discharge  of  my  duty,  with  re.s])eot  to  those 

l^rtions  of  the  argument  which  do  demand  a  reply  from  tlie 

I"*wtiff'8  counsel,  it  U  proper  for  me  to  remark  that  it  was  only 

•*  *  Very  late  stage  of  the  case,  and  then  with  the  extremest 

?j|uctaDcc,  that  I  Ixicame  at  all  concerned  in  these  proceedings. 

Ij^oen  first  applied  to,  at  a  very  recent  perifnl,  I  peremptorily 

^^^'Jffd,  on  account  of  other  engagements  with  which  a  proper 

■^tion  to   tliid  case  would   necessarily  interfere,  —  and   it 

^  lot  until,  by  a  conference  with  the  able  and  eminent  coun- 

*•  Originally  employed  (B.  R.  Curtis,  Kscj.),  who  was  unfortu- 

^^Jy  compelled,  by  failing  health,  not  only  to  Relinquish  this 

^®»  but  to  suspend  for  a  season  all  professional  labor,  1  became 

^^^Uvinced  of  the  cruel  wrong  and  injustice  done  to  the  plain- 

»  ^hat  I  could  not  refuse  him  my  services;  and  at  no  little  in- 

JJ'^^'^iiience  to  myself,  consented  to  assunt'.  my  pnisent  position. 

^  ^ti\y  concern  now  is,  that  my  client  may  be  the  sutfenT  by 

2?  change,  and  that  it  would  have  been  better  for  him  if  I  had 

7°**^ red  to  my  original  determination.     But  in  that  n?spect,  I 

*J[?^  I  may  conddently  rely  upon  this  tribunal,  that  no  errors  or 

Sr***ions  of  the  plxuntifPs  counsel  will  be  permitted  to  prejudice 

^  Or  his  cause. 

^^r.  Chairman,  it  id  a  little  singular,  in  view  of  the  learned 
?^^^«€r8  eloquent  invective  on  themes  not  involved  in  the  issue 
'^^nted  by  the  pleadings  on  the  records  before  you,  and  of 
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the  time  he  has  occupied,  professedly  for  the  purpose  of  estab- 
lishing **  i»robable  cause  "  for  the  defendant's  belief,  but  in  reality 
to  prove  the  plaintitf  to  have  been  guilty  of  the  crime  originally 
charged  against  him,  —  that   all  this   eloquence  and  learning 
should,  by  the  merest  chance  in  the  world,  be  displayed  here  in 
the  service  of  the  defendant,  instead  of  being   emi)loyed  in 
maintaining  the  rights  of  the  plaintiff.     For  if  the  testimony  of 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Buddington  is  to  be  relied  upon,  and  if  there  was 
no  misa])prehension  on  the  part  of  the  defendant,  of  what  had 
tiiken  place  between  the  learned  counsel  and  the  plaintiff  prior 
to  the  commencement  of  the  action,  the  latter  might  well  have 
8upi)o.si'd  that  his  suit  was  prosecuted  under  the  sanction  and 
counsel  of  the  learned  gentleman  himself.      Mr.  Buddington 
testified,  it  will  be  remembered,  that  the  defendant  informed 
him,  in  substance,  that   the  plaintitf  had  consulted  with  Mr. 
Choate,  and  that  the  latter  advised  with  him,  resi>ecting  his 
riirlit  of  action  ajminst  the  members  of  the  South  Suffolk  Asso- 
ciation ;    but  as  the  plaintiff'  did  not  intimate  that  he  should 
bring  his  action  against  the  defendant  alone,  when  he  finally 
determined  to  take  that  course,  ]Mr.  Choate  considered  himself 
absolved  from  any  professional  obligation  to  him,  and  was  free 
to  be  retained  agiiinst  him,  —  and  that  by  this  piece  oi'  Jine$$e^ 
in  siipi)ressii)g  his  real  i>uri>os<N  to  bring  his  action  against  one 
of  the  members  of  the  Association  severally,  instead  of  suing 
them  all  collectivelv,  he  had  lost  the  services  of  Mr.  Choaie. 
This,  he  adde<l,  the  rev<'rend  defendant  regarded  as  a  special 
providence.     However  this  may  have  been,  and  while  it  does 
not  becomr',  mcj  to  pronounce  uj>ou  another's  standard  of  profes- 
sional obligations,  I  think  it  may  well  be  questioned  whether,  in 
tliis  instance,  tha  Jin  esse  wns  in  the  client  or  the  counsel, — 
whether,  when  the  counsel  have  advised  with  a  party  respect 
ing  his  cause  of  action  against  A.,  B.,  and  C,  and  subsequently 
ele<;ts  to  bring  his    suit    u]>on  that    cause    of   action    against 
A.  alone,  the  )>n)fessional  obligations  arising  out  of  the   con- 
sultation are  any  less  binding  than  if  he  had  brought  it  against 
them  all. 

It',  as  is  now  contended,  the  eminent  counsel,  under  whose 
directions  this  suit  was  instituted,  misconceived  the  plaintiff's 
remedy,  and  should  have  brought  his  action  for  a  conspiracy 
against  all  the  members  of  the  Association,  instead  of  suing  one 
of  them  for  a  libel,  I  submit  that  the  defendant  has  no  Oi*rasion 
to  complain  u])on  grounds  so  purely  technical  as  this.  If  the 
form  of  action  has  been  thus  misconceived,  it  has  given  the  de- 
fendant the  immense  advantage  of  bringing  his  coconspiraton 
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ujK^>ii  tli<'  stand  as  j'umpurLiaU'r-i  aud  \\ini«'— cs.  —  an  adxaiiUiL'"'' 
hi}  t'oiild  not  have  enjoyed  if  the  actions  had  becjii  bn»ii«^ht 
against  them  jointly  for  a  conspiracy.  But  1  submit,  with  eon- 
iidencu,  tliat  this  position  is  entirely  unsupported  by  tlie  au- 
thorities which  have  been  cited  bv  the  learned  counsel,  and  I 
merely  advert  to  the  subject  now,  in  ord<*r  to  justify  myself  to 
my  client,  for  not,  in  this  Aviltinj?  and  withoriu;^  atmos])herCy 
answerinfr  at  length  the  ar^^umcnt  Avhich  has  been  attempted  to 
be  constructed  upon  these  authorities. 

Another  portion  of  the  argument  deserves  a  passing  word. 
TVe  heard  it  urged  for  two  hours  yesterday,  that  the  i)]aintiif 
had  so  deported  Idmself  as  to  furnish  the  defendant  reasonable 
ground  to  believe  that  the  original  charges  against  the  phiintiff 
were  true.  I  will  not  argue  that.  1  tiike  those  charges  to  be 
res  adjudicafa,  and  that  they  have  been  set  at  rest.  If  this  were 
oCher^'ise,  and  if  the  defendant  meant  to  set  th(!m  up  in  this  suit, 
lie  was  bound  to  give  us  notice.  It  was  not  done.  And  it  is 
not  on  these  pleadings,  in  Avhich  the  truth  of  the  charge  is  not 
alleged  by  the  defendant,  or  even  his  belief  of  their  trutli,  as  his 
justification,  that  he  can  be  permitted,  by  any  indirection,  to 
rely  upon  this  ground  of  defence,  or  call  upon  us  to  answer  an 
argument  ujK>n  it. 

We  start,  therefore,  may  it  please  the  referees,  appealing  to 
your  judgment,  as  a  court  of  law,  on  these  specifications,  with 
the  position  that  the  plaintiif  is  innocent  of  the  charges  on  whit^h 
a  vote  of  the  Ai^sociation  purports  to  have  been  founded,  and  aKo 
of  any  such  conduct  as  could  give  the  defendant  reasonable 
ground  to  charge  himself  with  guilt.  I  do  not  stop  to  in({uiro 
whether  the  defendant's  alleged  convictions,  from  what  ho  knew 
or  what  he  had  heard,  Avere  suflicient  to  satisfy  his  own  mind 
df  the  plaintiff's  guilt ;  the  real  question  is,  whether  such  con- 
▼ictions  are  a  sufficient  justification  for  that  action  by  which,  in 
the  face  of  evidence  entirely  conclusive  to  other  minds,  he  has* 
assailed  the  reputation  of  a  felloAv  Christian,  a  fellow  minister,  a 
fellow  man ! 

I  agree  with  the  counsel  for  the  defendant,  that  there  is  an 
interest  at  issue  here.^'ar  transcending  in  importance  the  result 
of  this  case  to  either  of  these  parties ;  and  yet  1  ought  hanlly, 
periiapsi,  to  say  tfiat,  in  view  of  its  consequences  to  the  phiintilf. 
if  the  plaintiff  be,  as  we  submit  he  is,  an  innocent  man  in  all 
this  matter,  there  stands  not  upon  the  footstool  of  tlui  Avhole 
earth  a  being  more  persecuted  and  injured,  than  he  has  been  by 
the  defendant,  and  those  who  have  acted  with  him.  Not  one  I 
Holding  towards  his  fellow  men  a  relation  the  most  of  all  re- 
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quiring  the  strictest  observance  of  morality  and  propriety  in 
deportment;  of  an  age  to  look  not  only  upon  his  children,  I  >iit 
u]>on  their  children  ;  for  the  better  part  of  sixty  yeai*3  a  zealous 
labon^r  in  his  ^Master's  vin«»vanl ;  beloved  and  still  trusted  1>J 
his  class  mates  and  youthful  friends,  as  Avell  as  by  the  pious  and 
venerable  associates  of  maturer  years ;  is  it  credible  that 
through  all  this,  his  life  has  been  a  living  lie?  that  he  has 
played  the  hypocrite  to  his  neighbor,  the  traitor  to  his  friend, 
and,  wors(f  than  all,  has  dared  to  pollute  with  foul  hands  tlie 
altar  of  his  God  ?  If  so,  there  have  been  few  like  him  in 
guilt.  If  not  so,  no  one  like  him  dtjserves  the  symjKithy  and 
commiseration  —  to  say  nothing  of  the  justice  —  of  his  fello^ 
men. 

But  still  I  agree  that  there  are  general  public  consideration's 
of  tin*  greatest  importance  involved  here.     The  question    ^ 
whether  a  man  who  may  have  fallen  under  suspicion  from  "k^'^ 
imprudoiiccs,  or  his  follies  even,  and  has  submitted  himself     "^^ 
the  terrible  ordeal  —  terrible  even  for  the  innocent  —  the  fe»'"»^ 
ful  appeal  to  a  judicial  tril)unal  upon  a  criminal  accusation,  a*^* 
has  beon  ac<piitted  of  all  charges  against  him,  —  whose  inr»>^>" 
cence  has  received  the  attestation  of  a  judicial  verdict,  —  t  J^® 
question  is,  whether  such  a  man  can  be  afterwards  rightful  ^7 
and  justly  treated  as  though  he  had  been  found  guilty.      TU^ 
is  the  point,  and  it  is  a  point  of  infinit(^  importance.     "  Why^^ 
—  it  is  said  on  the  other  side,  —  *'  because  a  man  has  ]>cen  »  ^^ 
quitted  on  the  legal  ground  of  reasonable  doubt  of  his  guiJ^ 
shall  those  who  entertain  sincere  convictions  on  that  point,  di  2^ 
card  them  because  of  that  acquittal?"     No,  gentlemen,  we  cJ^ 
not  ask  that.    J  Jut  we  do  Jisk  that  they  shall  not  act  Avith  respe*?^ 
to  that  individual,  before   the  world,  upon  their  own  private 
opinions,  in  the  same  manner  as  though  his  guilt  were  clearly 
proved.     If  the  contrary  is  to  be  the  rule,  as  would  appefH" 
from  the  whoh?  course  of  the  defence,  hX  me  Jisk  who  of  our 
l)rofession  can  urge  upon  the  community  n?spect  for  the  \avr, 
or  (juiet  submission  to  the  law,  even  when  its  enactments  come 
into  collision  with  all  their  moral  sympathies  ?     What,  in  that 
case,  could  induce  a  man  to  go  before  a  court,  to  seek  an  adju- 
dication of  his  controversies,  or  a  judgment  upon  the  question 
of  his  innocence  or  guilt?     li^  he  is  to  he  treated  precisely  the 
same,  Avhether  convicted  or  accjuitted,  his  natural  instincts  will 
rise  up  against  the  injustice,  and  say,  **  No,  —  I  will  not  run  tin 
risk  of  conviction,  though  I  know  myself  to  b«  innocent,  when, 
through  mistake  or  casualty,  I  may  be  adjudged  guilty,  and 
when,  even  if  acquitted  and  proved  to  be  innocent,  I  slulU  be 
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.  ""^^TiU'i'tl  \(\  IK)  riijlit^  ;ui<]  rciiaiTi  no  rrputiition."    ^fr.  Chairman, 
is  not  cnoniih  lui*  the  dcfL-ndant  to  s<.*t  up,  as  his  counsel  has 
Jtfiuptod  t(i  do,  a  distinction  between  tht;  jdaintift*'s  rij^hts  as  a 
*l  izen,  and  liis  rights  lus  a  clergyman.    His  rights  are  his  right?, 
^betlior  in  the  one  or  the  other  capacity,  or  in  both  combined. 
'^tid   it  is  hut  adding  insult  to  injury,  to  say  tliat  while  you 
*^^«ail  the  one,  you  respect  and  leave  untouched  the  other.    I 
^ould  ask  tliose  of  the  defendant's  profession  who  ja^^tify  his 
^Ourse,  —  I  would  ask  the  reverend  defendant  himself,  —  how, 
^Ven  with  his  contentious  conscientiousness,  he  can  urge  upon 
his  flock  the  precepts  and  examjde  of  that  Great  Master,  Avhose 
^rvant  lie  professes  to  be  ?     We  are  not  without  an  authority 
Upon  this  point,  in  a  case  even  of  known  and  admitted  guilt. 
In   the  history  of  our  Ix)rd,  in  that  meuioniblc  interview  with 
Uie  repentant  ^lagdalen,  Avhere,  when  the  accusers  had  all  gone 
Oat,  one  by  one,  and  lefl  him  alone  with  the  woman,  he  asked, 
■«  I>oth  no  man  condemn  thee?"  and  being  answered,  "No  man, 
Ijord,**  what  was  the  response  of  that  divine  charity  which  was 
griven  to  us  for  an  example?     "Neither  do  1  condemn  thee, -^ 
go,  and  sin  no  more."     I  ask  the  reverend  defendant  here  to 
review  in  the  light  of  this  great  example,  his  own   conduct 
towarils  the  plaintiff,  his  ^  dear,  dear  hrother^^  as  he  called  him 
in  the  Marblehead  letter,  long  after,  as  he  now  contends,  he  be- 
lieved him  to  be  the  guiltiest  of  men.     Did  he  say,  in  the  spirit 
of  his  Master,  or  act  as  if  he  could  say,  "  neither  do  I  condemn 
thee, — go,  and  sin  no  moix;?"     Ono!     His  meek  Christian 
spirit,  OS  evidenced  by  his  conversation  with  ^Ir.  M.  11.  Smith, 
&ids  expression  rather  in  a  sentiment  like  this,  "Though  no 
other  man  condemn  you,  —  though  juries  may  acquit,  —  though 
councils  may  install,  —  though  churches  may  call,  and  clergy- 
men may  fellowship  you,  —  no  evidence  can  change  my  convic- 
tions, —  none  thall  change  my  conduct  towards  you.     IMy  foot 
is  upon  your  neck,  and  I  will  keep  it  there  so  long  as  we  both 
ihall  live." 

Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  I  do  not  believe  that  such  a 
spirit  as  this  is  in  harmony  with  a  true  Christian  morality,  any 
more  tlian  its  exhibition  in  the  defendant^  conduct  towards  the 
plaintiflf  is  consistent  with  the  law  of  the  land.  I  cannot  believe 
that  such  is  the  spirit  of  the  denomination  of  Christians  to  which 
both  the  plahitiif  and  the  defendant  belong.  No !  I  have  had 
too  manv  friends  in  that  denomination  whom  I  have  honored 
and  loved,  to  believe  that  such  a  s])irit  is  the  legitimate  fruit  of 
the  tenets  they  profess  to  teach.  When  I  remember  him  whose 
benignant  countenance  and  majestic  presence  I  love  to  associate 
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witli  the  bench  on  which  you  sit.  —  the  honored  kinsman  of  my 
friend,  the  junior  counsel  for  the  defence,  the  hite  Judge  Hub- 
bjird,  *'  chntni  et  venerahih  nomen  ;  *'  when  I  call  to  mind  liia 
clustering  virtues,  and  brightest  among  them  all,  his  large  and 
liberal  charity,  and  reflect  that  it  was  nurtured  in  tJiis  "  school 
of  the  prophets,"  to  which  he  was  80  devotedly  attJiched,— I 
know  that  there  can  be  nothing  in  the  Orthodox  Congregation- 
alism of  Massachusetts,  Avhich  can  either  foster  or  justify  such  a 
spirit  of  relentless  and  implacable  persecution  as  this  case  luu 
exhibited  on  the  part  of  the  defendant. 

But  I  must  [)roceed  to  say  a  few  words  respecting  the  dnly 
of  the  plaintilfto  institute  this  suit,  preliminary  to  a  considera- 
tion of  the  questions  of  law  involved  in  the  case,  and  of  the 
authorities  adduced  in  support  of  the  ground  taken  on  either 
side. 

As  this  case  must  ultimately  turn,  as  I  apprehend,  mainly 
upon  the  view  which  your  honors  may  take  of  the  laAv  which 
governs  it,  I  deem  it  ])roper  to  say,  in  behalf  of  the  plaintiff,  that 
he.  commenced  those  proceedings  under  the  advice  of  the  most 
disiingiiislu'd,  discreet,  and  able  counsel,  not  only  of  this  C^om- 
nionwc'iilth,  but  of  the  country.  He  wiis  under  a  sort  of  moral 
necessity  to  take  sonic  step  that  might  compel  this  defendant 
and  his  associates  to  do  him  justice. 

lnde(Hl,  what  could  he  do?  What  could  any  lawyer  ndvise 
him  to  do  ?  Submit  to  the  stigma  of  t/nit  rote,  —  to  be  for  ever 
jKTpetuated,  —  to  be  cast  in  the  teeth  of  himself  and  his  chil- 
dren,—  to  constantly  cripple  his  efforts  as  a  clergyman, — to 
furni-^h  a  never  exhausted  argument  to  the  scoffer  and  the  scep- 
tic a;iainst  the  cause  of  religion  and  the  church  of  Christ;  to  do 
all  t]ii<,  or  to  snflcr  himself  to  be  driven  out  from  his  Master's 
^  intfvard,  to  perish  infamously  by  the  poison  of  an  unjust  and 
false  accusation,  aggravat^'d  by  the  taunting  assertion  that  he 
had  not  the  courage  and  confidence  to  challenge  or  confront  it  I 
If  he  had  been  a  guilty  man,  he  would  have  done  this.  116 
would  not  have  dared  to  do  otherwi-e,  —  and  no  lawyer  would 
havt;  advised  him  to  do  otherwise.  He  would  not  have  been  before 
you  to-day.  He  would  have  regarded  his  acquittal  by  the  jury 
as  a  fortunate  escape  from  the  penalties  of  the  law,  —  and  yoa 
would  never  have  heard  of  him  fidventuring  again  into  a  court 
of  justice.  No,  gentlemen !  I  submit  that  his  firm,  earnest,  and 
vonsfant  efforts  to  vindicate  his  rei)utation  against  the  Ciilumni« 
ous  record  of  the  Suflblk  South  Association,  his  bringing  this 
suit,  his  presence  here  to-<lay,  afford  plenary  evidence  that  he  it 
an  innocent  and  calumniated  man. 
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Suppose  that  he  had  quietly  sat  down  without  those  efforts  to 
remove  the  stain  upon  his  character !  What  would  have  been 
the  judgment  of  that  large  body  of  the  Orthodox  clergy  of  New 
England  who  have  solemnly  attested  their  belief  in  his  inno- 
cence, and  their  conviction  that  he  **  is  and  of  right  ought  to 
be,**  a  recognized  minister  of  the  gospel,  in  good  and  regular 
standing  ? 

Would  they  not  very  justly  have  said  to  him,  "  You  have 
our  cause  as  well  as  your  own  to  maintain  ;  you  owe  it  to  us  to 
show  the  world  that  we  have  not  given  our  confidence  and  fel- 
lowship to  a  guilty  and  unworthy  brother  ?  " 

Permit  me  to  quote  in  this  connection  the  language  of  the 
great  Edmund  Burke  —  great  as  a  moralist  as  welt  as  a  states- 
man—  as  expressing  the  true  distinction  to  be  observed  by  a 
wise  man  respecting  libellous  attacks  u|)on  his  character. 
These  are  his  words :  *'  Loose  libels  ought  to  be  [)assed  by  in 
silence  and  contempt.  By  me  they  have  been  so  always.  I 
knew  that  I  could  live  down  the  calumnies  of  malice  and  the 
judgments  of  ignorance.  If  I  happened  to  be  now  and  then  in 
the  wrong,  as  who  is  not,  like  all  other  men,  I  must  bear  the 
consequence  of  my  faults  and  my  mistakes.  The  libels  of  the 
present  day  are  just  of  the  same  siir/fas  the  libels  of  the  past. 
but  they  derive  an  importance  from  the  rank  of  the  persons  ihey 
comefrom^  and  the  gravity  of  the  place  where  they  were  uttered. 
In  some  way  or  other,  I  ought  to  take  some  notice  of  them.  To 
assert  myself  thus  traduced  is  not  vanity  or  arrogance.  It  is  a 
demand  of  justice  ;  it  is  a  demonstration  of  gratitude.  If  I  am 
unworthy,  the  ministers  are  worse  than  prodigal." 

Gentlemen,  my  client  might  well  use  the  word  yninisters  in  a 
different  sense,  and  apply  these  remarks  to  his  own  case ;  for 
certainly  if  he  were  unworthy,  the  very  many  eminent  ministers 
of  his  denomination  were  Avorse  than  prodigal  in  their  kindness 
and  sustentation  of  him.  He  might  well  apply  to  himself  an- 
other rule  of  duty  which  Burke  recognized.  **  Whilst  I  humble 
myself  before  God,"  he  says,  "  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  forbidden 
to  ^e^>el  the  attacks  of  unjust  and  inconsiderate  men." 

The  plaintiff  is,  then,  before  you  in  the  discharge  of  a  plain 
and  manifest  duty.  A  duty  to  himself,  to  his  own  reputation, 
which  he  is  as  much  bound  to  defend  and  protect  from  unjust 
aspersion,  as  he  is  bound  to  protect  his  person  and  his  lifts  -^ 
duty  to  those  who  are  d«*arer  to  him  than  lite,  and  who  are  look- 
ing with  unutterable  solicitude,  yet  with  a  hopeful  confidence  to 
your  judgment  this  day ;—:- duty  to  the  church  and  to  that  great 
cause  for  the  advancement  of  which  the  church  was  esiab 
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lishcd,  and  for  which  alone  it  exbts  —  namely,  the  caiiKO  whiA 
was  proclaimed  by  heavenly  heralds  at  the  birth  of  its  founder 
—  '*  Good-will  towards   all  men."     Yes,  good-will  I    Not  thit 
liarsh  judgment  and  pharisaical  uncharitableness  wliich  says 
even  to  an  erring  brother,  "  stand  aside,  for  I  am  holier  than 
thou !  "     A  duty,  too,  to  those  venerable  and  pious  men  of  bis 
own  order,  who  have  upheld  him  here ;  —  duty  to  those  humbler 
but  true-hearted  friends  and  parishioners,  who  have  stood  stead- 
fastly by  him  in  the  dai'kest  and  saddest  hours  of  his  dark  and 
sad  expci-ience  of  life ;  —  and  above  all,  a  duty  to  the  law,  wbicb, 
Avhile  conceding  to  this  defendant  and  those  who  act  with  him, 
the  right  to  their  own  opinions,  and  the  unchallenged  control  of 
their  personal  a-^sociations,  should  teach  them  that,  in  their  oul- 
Avard  conduct,  as  it  affects  the  rights  of  their  fellow  men,  its 
voice   once   uttered   through   its  constituted   organs,  must  be 
treated  by  them  as  well  as  all  others,  with  some  degree  of  defer- 
ence and  respect ! 

For  \chnt,  then,  is  the  plaintiff  here  ?  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  your  awanl  can  only  be  an  expression  of  your  opinion 
whether  the  defendant  has  done  that  injury  to  the  plaintiff 
Avhich  is  charged  upon  him,  and  if  so,  to  render  a  judgment  of 
damages  against  him ;  but  it  is  not  for  money  that  the  plaintiff  is 
hero.  Nor  is  it  in  a  spint  of  contention  or  litigation  —  he  has 
endeavored  to  avoid  that  —  nor  to  impose  himself  on  the  do- 
fenilant's  fellowship  —  ho  does  not  desire  that.  Once  for  all,  in 
behalf  of  my  client,  and  under  his  instructions,  I  disclaim  the 
imputation  ciist  upon  him  that  it  is  money  he  seeks,  —  except 
only  so  far  as  it  may  be  necessary  to  indemnify  him  for  the  ex- 
penses he  has  been  compelled,  by  the  obdunicy  of  the  defend- 
ant, to  incur  in  obtaining  simple  justice.  True,  by  this  long 
and  relentless  persecution  —  more  cruel  and  pitiless  than  any 
man  over  bore  from  Christian  men  —  he  hiis  been  utterly  beg- 
gared. But  he  is  here  for  a  higher  and  worthier  purpose.  lie 
is  hero  to  obtain  in  the  only  possible  Avay  open  to  him,  jk)  far  as 
I  know,  a  rescission  of  that  false  and  calumnious  vote  which  the 
defendant  and  his  associates  iirst  placed  on  their  records,  with- 
out right,  and  against  the  truth  ;  and  which  they  have  persisted 
in  keej)ing  there  against  eveiy  remonstrance  and  appeal  tiial 
could  be  addressed  to  light-thinking  and  right-hearted  men,— 
a  registered  and  perpetuated  falsehoud ! 

And,  secondly,  he  is  here  to  rei)el,  in  the  only  way  in  wliich 
the  course  of  the  defendant  will  permit  him  to  repel  it,  the  foul 
and  fal.'^<'  jisjiersion  cast  upon  him  of  having  been  the  subject 
of  a  h)athsoine  and  criminally  contracted  disease,  —  wliich  the 
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vitness,  whom  the  defendant  once  invoked  as  the  only  compe- 
tent person  to  prove  the  truth  of  tlie  assertion,  had,  to  the  de- 
fendant himself,  declared  to  be  unauthorized  and  untrue. 

Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  how  is  he  met  ?  In  the  iirst  place,  by 
the  statute  of  limitations.  They  contend  that  it  was  more  than 
two  years  from  the  lime  of  the  vote  before  tlie  action  was 
brought,  and  that  therefore  th(;y  are  not  liable.  And  the  learned 
counsel  has  argued  at  length  the  wisdom  of  that  legishition 
which  has  estaljlished  a  limitation  of  time  witliin  which  such  an 
action  as  this  must  be  brought.  I  am  not  disjioscd  to  controvert 
this  opinion, — I  agree  to  the  wisdom  and  expediency  of  such  a 
limitation ;  but,  in  this  particular  case,  I  contl'ss  I  was  a  little 
surprised  to  fmd  such  a  shelter  from  respoii>ibility  resort(;d  to. 
If  I  had  not  been  instructed  to  the  contrary,  by  the  course 
which  this  defence  has  taken,  I  should  have  entertained  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  Rev.  Georgcj  Allen,  in  his  letter  to  the 
Association,  advising  them  to  rescind  the  vote,  because,  said  he, 
^Notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time,  it  is  not  probable  that  with 
men  like  you  the  statute  of  limitations  will  be  set  up.'*  Still 
they  have  a  right  to  this  defence  if  it  will  avail  them ;  but  I 
maintain,  that  within  the  two  years  before  bringing  the  actioii,— 
60  late,  indeed,  as  tiie  od  day  of  July,  184'J,  tiiere  w:is  a  repub- 
lication of  the  vote,  and  a  repetition  of  the  verbal  slander. 

But  that  is  not  the  only  ground  of  the  defence.  They  take 
another;  and  u|>on  their  successful  maintenance  of  it,  mnch,  I 
am  aware,  depends.  In  my  judgment  it  is  a  ground  uf  d(;fence, 
without  support  or  countenance,  either  in  the  law  of  the  land, 
or  the  principles  of  a  true  Christian  morality.  They  set  uj>  the 
doctrine  of  puivilege  !  They  claim  that  they  are  prin'tiyed 
to  say  and  do  all  this  that  they  have  said  and  done,  whully  ir- 
responsible to  any  authority,  or  any  tribunal,  except  their  own 
consciences.  Now,  if  they  cimnot  mainlain  tiiis  startling  jn-upo- 
sition,  they  have  no  defence  whatever.  If  they  can,  then  indeed 
is  the  law  no  longer  the  protector  of  any  maifs  reputation  who 
hap|>ens  to  be,  or  to  have  been,  a  memb<'r  of  a  voluntary  asso- 
ciation, against  the  attacks  which  a  ^*  malignant  philanthropy," 
or  a  misguided  conscience  may  make  upon  it. 

Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  hK»k  at  it  a  moment.  Here  is  an  asso- 
ciation of  some  twelve  or  fifteen  very  respectable  clerical  gen- 
tlemen,—  I  will  not  call  them  a  club,  for  that  ttM-m  seems  to  be 
distasteful  to  the  learned  counsel,  —  here  they  are  ehiiming  to 
be  ffoverned  bv  no  such  code  as  controls  tin;  roinliict  of  other 
tneiu  They  appeal  to  the  *' higher  law."  l^ike  the  Filth 
Uonardiy  men,  so  felicitously  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Web.>ter,  in 
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his  recent  admirable  speech  to  the  young  men  of  Albany,  they 
are  "above  ordinances."      Like   the   "conscience"  men  de- 
scribed by  the  learned  counsel  himself,  in  tlie  last  edition  of  the 
"  Cambridge  Platform,"  laid  down  by  him  in  his  eloquent  ad- 
dress before  the  Story  Association,  less  than  a  week  ago,  "  their 
doctrine  is  the  same  as  that  which  kindled  the  fagots  of  Smiib- 
ficld,  and  justified  the  atrocities  of  Alva."     Like  the  men  of 
Judah,  whom  we  read  of  in  the  Book  of  the  Prophet,  tliej 
attempt  to  shelter  themselves  from  the  i>enalties  that  attach  to 
their  conduct,  by  exclaiming,  "The  Temple  of  the  Lord,  —  the 
Temple  of  the  Lord  are  we."     "  We  are  delivered  "  —  privi- 
leged, that  is  — "  to  do  these  abominations."     But,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  do  not  find  that  the  inspired  old  Prophet,  who  evidently 
had  very  little  respect  for  this  plea  of  privilege,  was  any  the 
less  stern  in  his  rebuke  of  those  who  advanced  it.     And  I 
trust,  that  by  your  judgment  upon  it,  these  learned  and  reverend 
gentlemen  will  discover  that  they  are  amenable  to  the  same  law 
as  their  lay  brethren,  in  what  concerns  the  rights  of  their  fel- 
low men.     This  is  all  we  ask. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  —  Let  us  see  what  this  law  is. 
I  take  the  position  that,  as  a  voluntary  association,  having  no 
disciplinary  authority  over  its  members,  while  they  had  the 
right  to  expel  the  plaintiff  or  withdraw  fellowship  from  him, 
with  or  without  reason,  they  had  no  right,  ujwn  any  ground  of 
privilege,  to  ])lace  upon  their  records  any  imputation  upon  his 
character  as  a  minister  or  as  a  man,  unless  they  were  prepared 
to  justify  it  by  proving  it  to  be  true.  There  is  no  adjudged 
case  in  which  the  vote  of  an  association  on  its  records  has  been 
held  to  be  a  privileged  publication,  except  the  Quaker  ca<e 
cited  by  the  defence  ;  and  there,  the  alleged  libel  wjis  a  mere 
matter  of  church-discipline,  not  at  all  affecting  moral  character. 
It  is  enough  for  us  to  call  on  the  other  side  to  produce  a  case 
where  any  voluntary  association  has  placed  on  its  records 
charges  against  the  moral  character  of  another,  and  esca|>ed 
accountability  on  the  ground  of  privilege.  After  the  mcmlK^r 
is  expelled,  the  rule  of  privilege  has  ceased  to  operate.  The 
reasons  wliich  have  induced  the  vote,  are  not  necessary  to  be 
recorded  to  give  it  effect.  It  is  a  very  different  question, 
whether  the  communication  of  tiiose  reasons  by  the  defendant 
in  good  faith  to  the  association,  to  induce  its  action,  he  believing 
them  to  be  true,  shall  be  taken  to  be  a  juivilegefl  communica- 
tion, or  Avhether  the  placing  them  upon  the  record  after  the 
action  of  the  association  has  boon  had,  may  be  done  with  im* 
punity,  even  though  they  shall  turn  out  to  be  unfounded  ap^ 
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Abe.  The  requisite  action  Iiaving  been  taken,  ^vliat  need  to  go 
further  in  tlie  clisclmrge  of  any  supposed  legal  or  moral  duty  ? 
Suppose  the  defendant,  on  his  return  from  Kxeter,  had  commu- 
nicated to  the  Association  such  circumstances  as  convinced  liim 
of  the  plaintiff's  guilt,  and  as  he  miglit  have  thought  it  his  duty 
to  do  in  order  to  procure  a  vote  of  expulsion,  and  that  thereupon 
action  was  had  ?  If  this  were  a  privileged  communication,  it 
by  no  means  follows  that  the  preamble  and  vote  which  we  com- 
l^in  of  could  be  treated  as  such.  Still  less  can  the  acts  of  the 
defendant  to  ])erpetuate  them  there,  af^er  they  had  been  shown 
to  be  false,  be  so  regarded. 

Mr.  Clifford  now  proceeds  to  the  consideration  of 
the  questions  of  law  involved  in  the  case,  which  I  feel 
compelled  to  omit  for  want  of  room;  and  not  finding, 
in  all  the  cases  examined,  the  slightest  foundation  on 
'which  to  rest  the  plea  of  privilege,  he  goes  on  to  show 
vhat  is  the  ecclesiastical  law  in  the  case. 

It  is  contended  by  the  dcfimdant's  counsel,  first,  that  this 
privilege  is  incidirnt  to  the  character  and  nature  of  the  associa- 
tion. This  I  deny  ui>on  the  ecclesiastical  authorities,  which  de- 
fine the  lowers  of  these  associations,  and  upon  the  constitution 
and  by-laws  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association  itself.  And,  sec- 
ond, it  is  contended  that  the  ])laintifl*  expressly  submitted  himself 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  association  in  this  matter,  and  is  there- 
fore estopped  from  d(;nying  their  right  to  do  what  they  have 
done.     This  also  I  shall  deny,  upon  the  evidence. 

And,  first,  what  is  the  nature  and  character  of  the  functions 
belonging  to  the  association  ?  It  is  argucnl  that  judicial  author- 
ity appertains  to  them;  but  what  say  the  authorities? 

1  read  from  Pinichard^s  View  of  CoyigrpyationuUsm,  p.  115  . 
**The  objects  of  ministerial  associations  are  personal  improve- 
ment, the  cultivation  of  brotherly  kindness,  and  to  assist  each 
other,  by  counsel  and  advice,  in  discharging  ministerial  iind 
parochial  duties." 

And  on  page  105,  after  describing  the  various  classes  of 
clerical  associations,  it  is  especially  stated,  in  reference  to  all  of 
them,  *'  these  gencTal  associations,  et  cetera,  cbiim  no  legislative 
or  judicial  authority." 

In  UphanCs  Ratio  Disci  pi inee,  p.  15fi,  under  the  head  of 
"  Relations  of  Clerical  Assocititions  to  Churches,"  it  is  said  — 
*The  General  Association  of  JVIassachusetts,  at  their  annua\ 
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met.'liii"  ill  1807,  expivsslv  Jind  wliolly  disclaim  frck'sia^uoa^ 
])<)\v(?r  or  authority  over  the  churches  or  the  opinions  of  inui" 
vidual-i/' 

Moreover,  its  own  constitution  and  by-laws  are  conclusi^^ 
evidence  of  tlie  extent  of  the  authority  of  this  particular  a.*?^ 
ciation  over  the  plaintiff,  Avho  had  assented  to  tliein,  by  signi^^S 
thiMu  when  he  became  a  meniber  of  the  body.     I  refer  to  tU*^-*'^ 
as  expressly  excluding  such  a  conclusion  as  is  sought  to  be  <^^* 
rived  fmin  the  nature  and  usages  of  these  associations  geim^^ 
ally. 

Tiieir  own  records,  too,  negative  the  claim.  On  page  ^  ^^i 
October,  1840,  it  is  recorded,  "that  they  have  no  ecclesiasti  ^** 
autliority,  and  cannot  restore  him."  He  must  come  in  by  so  "^^^ 
other  way;  he  must  find  some  other  door  into  the  sheepf(^^**» 
he  can  only  be  restored,  they  say,  through  the  action  of  ^^ 
Exeter  Council.  But  upon  the  authority  of  Dr.  Beechc::^" 
report,  in  the  case  of  the  council  at  Reading,  which  has  Ix-:"*^** 
referred  to,  and  upon  the  testimony  of  Uev.  Professor  Stui^^^'*' 
that  council,  having  made  no  provision  for  its  reassembling,  v*"^"** 
functus  ojficto^  and  could  not,  according  to  ecclesiastical  usa^l^' 
be  reassembled  to  act  uj)on  the  matter  of  the  ])laintifi*'s  rcslo^^^ 
tion  to  his  ministerial  oilice.  The  result  of  all  this  is,  that  iW  ^ 
association  may  publish  the  plaintiff  as  a  man  guilty  of  in^"  *" 
mous  crimes,  place  that  declaration  on  recoixl,  and  then  e\\z 
him ;  and  that,  after  this,  even  upon  plenary  proof  of  his  inn 
cenoe,  there  is  no  way  by  which  he  can  be  restored  to  tl 
rights  of  which  he  has  been  unjustly  d«*prived.  The  vote 
not  be  rescinded  till  the  plaintiff  is  restored  ;  —  second,  he  cai 
not  be  restored  except  on  the  rea>sembling  of  the  Exel 
Council ;  and,  third,  the  Exeter  Council  never  can  reassemble: 
How  utterly  hopeless,  then,  to  expect  redress,  or  dream  of  ju&  -^^. 
tice  I  No  —  there  the  stigma  stands;  there  the  wrong  is  reconleC-^^^^ 
and  there  it  mii>t  remain  forever!  (ientlemen,  is  it  neoessar*^^^ ^ 
to  argue  that  this  outrageous  doctrine  is  utterly  opposed  to  lli^^'^ 
whole  ecclesiastical  j^olity  of  Massachusetts?  Are  wonls  rc^"*^^ 
quired  to  expose  the  prej)Osterou3  character,  and  the  cnormit^  ^  * 
of  this  assumption;  —  an  assumption  which,  to  hear  it  put  fortft  -^ 
Avould  have  ahnost  made  the  old  puritan  prophets  start  froi^ 
their  moss-covered  graves ! 

Not  one  of  the  cases  which  the  learned  counsel  has 
in  support  of  his  po-ition  has  any  real  a|>plication  to  the  circuit*"^  '^ 
stances  here.  Admit  the  authority  of  them  all,  they  do  np^^t— ^^ 
sustain  his  position.  The  only  one  which  could  be  re^irded  ^^-  ^ 
having  the  slightest  bearing,  is   the  Quaker  case  —  IRtiff  ''         ''• 
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^Tart  :  hut  tlirn-  llio  plaiiilitV's  rliaructor  was  iiritlicr  a-isailcd 
nor  louelied.  It  was  a  more  question  of  discipline.  She  wjis  a 
CJutikiT*.*?:?,  and  by  tlie  rules  of  the  seet  of  which  she  was  a 
nic-inher,  and  to  whose  discipline  she  had  submitted,  she  was 
ndjudged,  and  the  judgment  was  entered  on  their  I'ecord.-*,  — 
^^ilty  of  "  not  having  practised  self-denial."  No  sin  wjis 
oharged  upon  her ;  no  reproach  cast  on  her  character ;  —  but 
Ihe  whole  of  the  alleged  libellous  action  was,  that  ^^  she  had  not 
practised  self-denial." 

The  case  of  Sir  John  Moore  Avas  that  of  a  sentence  by  a 
court-martial,  and  has  no  analogy  here.  And  I  hardly  think 
my  learned  brother  could  seriously  cite,  as  an  authority,  the 
cose  of  Fiinisworth  v.  Dr.  Storr$,  A  qilbstion  of  privilege  was 
raiiK^d  there,  it  is  true ;  but  the  case  was  decided,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  upon  grounds  which  do  not  touch  the  (picstion  be- 
fore us. 

llie  case  of  Remington  v.  Congdon^  in  2  Pick.,  decides  only 
if  the  party  voluntarily  submits  to  the  jurisdiction  of  th(i  church, 
association,  or  society,  its  proceedings  are  privileged,  if  con- 
ducted in  good  faith,  and  without  actual  mahce.  The  counsel 
relies  mucli  ou  this  authority.  Very  well,  we  will  tuk(^  that 
case ;  but  I  claim  at  least,  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  Massa- 
chusetts never  meant  to  rule  otherwise,  that  the  party  shall  bo 
heard  before  being  condemned.  **  Strike,  but  hear,"  was  the 
heathen's  idea  of  justice  ;  shall  any  thing  less  be  required  from 
Christian  men,  —  from  Christian  clergymen  ? 

I  shall  also  maintain,  may  it  please  the  referees,  that  what- 
ever view  may  be  taken  of  this  matter  of  i)rivilege,  jis  claimed 
on  behalf  of  churches,  or  other  ecclesiastical  bodies  really  pos- 
sessing authority,  or  acting  as  advisory  to  the  churches,  it 
cannot  be  made  to  apply  to  this  association,  or  other  bodies  of 
the  like  nature.  An(i  in  this  connection  I  wish  to  offer  some 
observations  on  the  ecclesiastical  polity  of  Mass:ichusetts,  bear- 
ing upon  the  question,  which  I  am  enabled  to  do  through  the 
kindness  of  a  learned  and  reverend  friend,  and  which  1  make 
part  of  my  argument. 

Granting  these  claims  to  be  well  founded,  in  regard  to  judicial 
bodies,  whether  civil,  military,  or  ecclesiastical,  it  will  be  seen 
that  exactly  the  reverse  is  the  fact  in  regard  to  tlicse  associations. 
Jurisdiction  of  every  kind,  whether  in  respect  to  ministers  or 
laymen,  has  always  been  denied  to  clerical  associations.  The 
Cambridge  Platform  of  1648  excludes  it  by  first  principles,-— 
totally  excludes  it.  It  claims,  as  an  elementary  truth,  the  ex- 
right  (tf  the  church  to  call  and  depose  from  office,—- 
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which  latter  act  inchides  concomitant  censure.  It  provida  et 
pivssly  tho  niodr*  by  which  the  church,  and  the  church  only, 
miiy  conjure  or  d<'|)0.<e  an  elder,  i.  c.  a  minister,  —  namely,  a 
council  of  the  cliurchcs  advising  tlicreto.  Had  a  mere  a^socift- 
tion  touched  so  much  as  the  hem  of  an  official  (rarment,  or  even 
presumed  to  intcrfcn*  witli  the  Christian  standing  of  one  of  tbe 
laity,  it  would  have  kindh'd  the  indignation  of  all  the  churcheai 
Tii«?re  was  not  only  a  general  agreement  of  feeling  in  this  mat- 
ter, hut  a  wakefulness  of  sensibility  which  seems  to  tliroh  in  tbe 
early  writings  of  the  New  Enghind  Puritans  on  ecclesiastical 
polity. 

But  about  the  beginning  of  the  last  century.  Cotton  Mather, 
and  a  few  others,  whB  were  probably  influenced  by  him,  vcn- 
turcnl   to  attempt  an  innovation  on  the  settled  polity  of  the 
cliurches  of  ^lassachusetts  ;  their  plan  wa-*  to  inve>t  local  minis- 
terial asso<'iations  with  juridiejil  powers,  by  uniting  with  tlu'm 
hiy  delegates  from   the  churches  with  which  the  ministers  in 
those  associations  w(?re   t*onnected.     But    the   project  wa-*  so 
frowned  upon  ]>y  the  churches  and  ministers  gem-nilly,  that  the 
authors  of  it  w<Te  glad  to  hu<h  up  the  trouble  by  droppini;lhe 
Hclu'ine  at  tmce.     Thus  the  matter  rested  till  early  in  the  pres- 
ent centnrv,  when  Di's.  Morse  of  Charlestowu,  Lvnian  of  Hal- 
Held,  aii«l  a  v«'rv  few  other  ministers  with  them,  reviv<'d  the 
pcheine  ol'  Msifher.  and  pre<ented  it  to  the  Genenil  Asso<!ialion 
of  MassaeliUM'tt"*,  —  which  boily  ap]>ointe<l  a  committee  to  rc- 
j)ort  thereon  at  the  next  annual  meeting.     This  second  attempt 
was  frustrated  by  tlu!  same  general  sj)irit  of  opposition  from 
the  minist<M*s  and  churches  throughout  the  State. 

A  third  effort  to  place  judicial  power  in  the  ]iand<  of  local 
associations  Avas  mad<»  in  18  4.),  by  a  connnitlee,  consisting  of 
Ii*?v.   Dr.  Wo(k1s  of  Andover,  Bev.  Parsons  Cooke,  of  Lyun, 
and  some  others,  who  had  been  appointed  (at  a  meeting  of  a 
number  of  ch'rgymen  hehl  in  Boston  during  anniversary  week) 
to  rej)ort  a  reallirmation  of  the  principles  and  plan  of  Congrega- 
tional disciplintf.     Their  report  —  professetlly  ** in  part"  —  was 
first  sent,  unknown  to  the  churches,  to  the  local  clerical  associa- 
tions thn>ughout  the  State ;  and  so  giMieral  and  emphatic  wats 
the  op}M>sition  of  those  IkkHcs  to  the  revived  wheme  of  associa- 
titMial  jurisdiction,  even  with  a  mixiid  representation  Irom  the 
ehurehes,  that  any  overt  measures  to  give  it  effect  liavo  not 
again  been  tried. 

The  entire  history  of  Congregationalism  in  Massachusetts,  as 
well  as  its  first  principle,  is  a<lverse  to  the  idea  of  a  trial  of  any 
church-member,   whether  lay  or  clerical,  by  an  associaUon. 
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This  history,  one  would  think,  is  too  well  known,  in  the  general, 
to  need  particular  citation.  Whoever  has  read  Hutchinson's 
*  History  of  Massachusetts,"  Trumbull's  "  History  of  Connecti- 
cut," the  "  Cambridge  Platform,"  John  Cotton's  "  Keys,"  Cot- 
ton Mather's  "  Ratio  Disciplinae,"  Hooker  s  **  Survey  of  the 
Sum  of  Church  Government,"  and  other  chief  writers  respect- 
iDg  the  principles  and  practice  of  Congregational  iKjlity  in 
Massachusetts  cannot  have  missed  the  fact  that  the  churches 
have  constantly  denied  to  associations  all  shadow  of  jurisdiction, 
and  steadtastly  maintained  the  exclusive  right  of  the  churches 
to  exercise  juridical  ])owers  in  ecclesiastical  affairs,  whether 
pertaining  to  officers  or  private  members. 

The  action  of  a  council,  whether  in  ordaining,  censuring,  or 
deposing  a  minister,  is  only  a  seemint/j  not  a  real  exception  to 
the  universal  rule.  No  principle  is  better  settled  than  that  of 
the  mere  advisory  power  of  an  ecclesiastical  council,  and  that 
it  can  have  no  effect  but  by  the  express  consent  of  the  church 
interested,  —  a  consent  given  in  advance  in  cases  where  the  re- 
salt  is  supi)Osed  not  to  trammel  conscience,  but  refused  in  all 
other  cases.  The  opinion  of  tlie  court  in  tlie  case  of  Sheldon  v. 
The  Congregational  Parish  in  Boston^  24  Pick.  288,  is  a  judi- 
cial affirmation  of  tliis  view  of  the  legal  character  of  tliese  eccle- 
siastical bodies. 

The  learned  counsel  has  spoken  of  tlie  power  of  associations 
to  license  ministers,  and  to  rescind  their  license,  as  if  such 
license  invested  its  possessor  with  power  to  preach  the  gospel, 
and  as  if  its  rescission  took  away  the  power.  But  that  is  no  part 
or  parcel  of  Massachusetts  Congregationalism.  The  real  jKjwer 
to  license  is  in  tlie  churchy  and  not  out  of  it.  Tliis  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  doctrine  of  the  Cambridge  Platform,  which  is  care- 
ful, in  more  places  than  one,  to  state  this  principle  either  directly 
or  indirectly.  Associations  are  said  to  license,  when  in  fact  they 
only  give  a  certificate  of  their  opinion  that  this  or  that  person 
is  a  suitable  person  to  be  employed  by  a  church  in  need  of  a 
minister.  Their  license,  so  called,  is  their  approbation  —  their 
approval,  merely  —  conferring  no  power,  and  clothing  the  re- 
cipient with  no  ecclesiastical  authority.  Accordingly  their  re- 
scinding a  license  can  only  be  the  taking  back  an  opinion  ;  and 
though  it  be  rescinded,  still  the  individual  is  just  as  com[)etent 
to  preach  as  before,  if  a  people  see  lit  to  employ  him,  —  or,  in 
the  language  of  the  Platform,  soe  fit  to  "  call  him  to  office." 
The  term  "  license  "  is  a  term  of  convenience  merely,  and  not 
cf  substance.  The  old  form,  expressive  of  the  reality,  namelyt 
'^  approbate,"  is  still  in  use  in  this  Commonwealth. 
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But,  retuniinji:  to  the  groat  principle  of  Congren^ationalism— 
thi»  clnirfh's  exclusive  jurisdiction  —  the  reason  of  it  is  as  plain 
as  its  uncontradicted  history.  If  an  association  were  allovred, 
as  a  tribunal,  to  touch  character  and  pronounce  ujwn  it, — wbo 
would  b«i  safe?  If  they  could  try  a  minister  or  a  layman  for 
oni*  cause,  could  they  not  for  another?  If  they  could  trj' him 
for  innuorality,  might  they  not  also  try  him  for  lioresy, — often 
e>tc<'!nc«l  the  greatest  of  crimes?  And  again,  —  if  they  could 
try  him  at  one  time,  they  nn'giit  at  another  ;  and  if,  having  the 
power  of  imj)cachment,  they  could  try  him  after  the  action  of  a 
mutual  advisory  councnl,  they  could  try  him  by  their  own  origi- 
nal and  independent  jurisdiction  ;  and  if,  as  an  association,  they 
coulil  thus  stain  an«l  ruin  his  character,  all  jurisdiction  wouH  vir- 
tually he  in  the  association  instead  of  in  the  church ;  —  and  tliu^ 
the  prie>tliood  and  not  the  people  would  be  the  depositorius  of 
ecclesiastical  power,  reversing  at  least  one  half  of  the  fuii<l*" 
mental  maxim, — 

"A  clinrch  without  a  bishop,  —  a  State  withoat  a  king." 

Then,  that  this  claim  of  privilege  is  not  established  as  inci«^^^ 
to  the  nature  and  functions  of  the  Association,  —  I  ask  atteii^'^*'^ 
to  tin*  (»tlier  proposition  of  the  defence;   that  the  plaintiff  ^^ 
Fubmitted  himself  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this  body,  and  wastli^^, 
fore  bound  by  its  action,  whatever  it  might  be.     And  ho"*^'.^ 
this  proved?     How  has  the  defendant  attempted  to  estaly^*"^. 
this   indispensable  element   of  his  case?      Let  me   first     ^ 
whether  it  is  probable  that  Mr.  Fairchild,  Avith  a  kno\vle*-^'=, 
of   the  feelings  which  these  reverend   gentlemen  entertai  ^^^^ 
towards   him,  —  shouhl   have   consented  that  the  AssocitU 
behind  his  back  and  without  notice  to  him,  should  place  u  ^^^^ 
its  records  a  vote,  the  very  existence  of  Avhich  he  was'  iffnoi 
of  for  four  or  five  years  afterwards  ?     It  is  not  credible.     HT 
was  a  charge  publicly  preftTred  against  him.     He  was  shoi 
to  be  tried  on  that  charge  in  the  open  courts  of  law.     C< 
not  these  reverend  gentlemen    have  waited  six  weeks  to 
Avhat  the  result  would  b«*?    Why  did  they  hasten  to  record  tl 
8*Mitence  on  a  brother  not  proved  to  be  either  guilty  or  en 
and  to  atlix  an  indelible  stigma  on  his  chanicter,  before  he  cO' 
have  an  ojiport unity  to  pass  the  terrible  ordeal  to  which  tl 
knew  he  was  even  then  already  bound  —  a  jury  of  his  count 
men?     AVhv,  why  was  this?     Was  it  because  of  the  Jesiiit-1 
apprehension  of  former  days,  that  **  the  church  was  in  dangej 
That  the  respect  of  men  for  its  sanctity  might  be  unpaired 
its  power  thereby  weakened,  if  the  civil  tribunal  should  get 


UFB  OF  REV.  J.  H.  FAIRCHILD.  255 

start  of  them  in  pronouncing  a  sentence  of  condemnation  upon 
one  of  their  number,  innocent  or  guilty  ?  If  these  reverend 
gentlemen  were  imbued  Avith  such  moral  cowardice  that  tliey 
could  not  permit  a  brother  to  take  the  chances  of  a  trial ;  —  if 
thej  entertained  little  expectation  of  his  acquittal  before  men, 
and  believed  that  the  cause  of  the  church  demanded  his  expul- 
sion from  the  ministry;  —  if  this  was  the  case,  they  are  bound, 
as  honorable  men,  to  stand  up  and  say  so.  If  they  thoun^ht 
Mr.  Fairchild  proven  a  guihy  man,  and  thereupon  passed  this 
Isevere  vote  of  censure,  let  them  say  they  passed  it  on  that 
ground.  Let  them  now,  above  all,  as  they  refuse  to  rescind  the 
vote,  come  up  here  and  say  the  charge  is  true  or  not  true.  If 
not  true,  let  them  take  it  back.  "  Vestiyia  retrorswn  "  are  steps 
which  no  one  who  has  gone  wrong  need  be  ashamed  or  fear  to 
take.  If,  on  the  contrary,  the  charge  be  true,  let  them  come  up 
like  men  and  say  so  boldly, — and  not  skulk  behind  the  declara- 
tion that  they  had  probable  cause  to  believe  it  true,  while  at  the 
same  time  they  decline  saying  that  they  do  so  believe. 

It  is  alleged  that  the  plaintiff  submitted  to  the  Association, 
and  gave  them  authority  to  pass  on  tiiis  matter  by  his  letter 
from  Exeter,  in  1844,  and  again  in  1849,  by  his  application  to 
have  the  vote  rescinded.  Now,  whatever  may  be  the  contents 
of  the  letter  referred  to,  there  was  another  from  Mr.  Fairchild, 
dated  the  8th  of  July,  1844,  in  which  he  expressly  says  that  he 
ihall  submit  hLs  ca^e,  ^  not  to  the  Association  but  to  a  council." 
There  is  also  the  letter,  read  by  my  brother  Hubbard,  from  Kev. 
Mr.  Riddel  to  Mr.  Fairchild,  in  which  the  writer  (explicitly 
recognizes  the  fsict  that  my  client  declined  to  acknowledge  the 
authority  of  the  Association  to  try  the  charge  which  had  been 
made  against  him. 

It  is  a  remarkable  f:ict  that  the  plaintifTs  letter  to  ^Ir.  Riddel, 
to  wliicli  this  Ava^  a  reply,  should  not  be  produced.  That  reply, 
however,  fortunately  answers  all  our  ends,  and  shows  conclu- 
sively that  Mr.  Fairchild  did  not  submit  himself  or  his  case  to 
the  authority  of  the  Association. 

I  f-ay,  then,  that  there  is  no  such  testimony  in  the  case,  as 
would  justify  the  conclusion  that,  through  my  clic^g's  expressed 
consent,  the  Association  had  acquired  any  juri^^diction  in  the 
matter.  "Without  satisfactory  proof  of  this,  the  defence  must 
utterly  fail. 

Upon  the  question  of  the  publication  of  the  libel,  we  respect- 
fully submit,  in  view  of  the  authorities  that  have  been  cited  on 
both  sides,  —  that  the  retention  of  the  falne  and  calumnious 
charges  cootauied  in  the  preamble  and  vote,  u|>on  the  records 
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of  the  Assooiation,  was  of  itself,  and  in  its  very  nature,  a  con- 
tinuous publication  of  the  slander.     GJentlemen,  if  protectioQ 
from  false  aspersions,  made  and  kept  recorded  on  the  books  of  a 
voluntary  association,  is  not  provided  for  by  law,  is  not  the  char- 
acter of  every  one  who  may  ever  have  been  a  member  of  such 
association,  at  the  mercy  not  only  of  all  his  associates,  but  of 
each  new  comer  ?     May  not  his  reputation  be  stricken  down 
with  impunity  by  any  one,  who,  in  such  circumstances,  may  seek 
to  destroy  him,  and  all  that,  too,  without  any  knowledge  on  his 
part,  or  any  friendly  intimation  to  him  as  to  what  is  going  on? 
Suppose  a  division  should  occur  in  such  an  association,  (and  we 
all  know  that  such  events  and  their  consequent  proceedings  are 
not  of  the  most  dove-like  character)  ;  —  suppose  a  man  should 
be  expelled  on  account  of  what  his  associates  deemed  heresy; 
suppase,  then,  atl(T  he  has  ceased  to  be  a  member,  a  vote  should 
be  passed  and  recorded,  prejudicial  to  his  honesty  or  moral  char- 
acter !     He  knows  nothing  of  it ;  it  is  not  comnmnicated  to  him; 
but  every  one  who  conies  into  the  association  afterwards  will  see 
upon  the  ollieial  records  of  the  bo<ly,  that  which  must  unavoid- 
ably imjjair  his  usefuhu^ss  while  living,  and  stain  his  memoxy 
when  dead.     No  publication  can  be  conceived  of,  so  capable  of 
mischiel'  as  a  recorded  vote  like  this.      Abidinpr  from  a<»e  to 
ages  in  its  very  nature  transmissible  and  permanent,  it  should 
and  must  be  held  as  a  publication  wherever  its  existence  is  es- 
tablished by  legal  |)roof.     I  do  not  mean  to  contend  that  the 
plaintitV  here  can  maintain  an  action  against  the  defendant,  sim- 
ply because  this  vote  is  on  the  record  of  the  Association  of  which 
defendant  is  a  member;  —  but  when  it  is  shown  either  that  the 
defendant  aided  in  placing  it  there,  or  has  contributed  to  retain 
it  there,  then,  whatever  this  tribunal  may  Hnd  in  it  of  a  libellous 
or  defamatory  nature,  he  was  and  is  responsible  for.     1  submit 
that  it  is  the  clearly  recognized  rule  of  hiw,  that  every  person  who, 
by  a  voluntary  act  of  his  own,  the  simple  casting  of  a  ballot  in 
its  support,  the  silent  consent  to  its  passage,  the  withholding  of 
any  oj>j>osition,  —  is  shown  to  have  contributed  in  placing  a  de- 
famatory statement  on  such  a  record,  or  to  have  been  instru- 
mental,  in  i»y  way,  in  retaining  it  there  after  its  falsity  was 
brought  to  his  knowledge,  is  jus  responsible  for  it  as  if  it  liad 
been  written  with  his  own  hand,  or  uttered  by  his  own  voiee- 
Whnt,  in  comparison  with  a  record  like  this,  is  the  ephemeral 
publication  of  a  news[)aper?      What,  the  statement  in  a  confi- 
dential letter  to  a  friend  ?     AVhat,  the  entry  on  a  merchant's  pri- 
vate account-book  ?     And  yet  these  have  all  been  held  to  be 
publications  of  a  libel.     But  what  are  all  these  to  a  publicatioil 
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like  this,  destined  to  go  down  through  all  time  ?  A  puhlication, 
and  declaration  of  the  plaintiiTs  immorality  and  guilt,  open  to 
every  one  now  to  cast  in  his  face,  and  to  every  one  of  the  next 
generation  to  hold  up  in  reproach  before  the  eyes  of  his  children. 
Is  it  not  the  merest  denial  of  the  doctrines  of  common  right  and 
the  teachings  of  common  sense, — to  pretend  that  the  defendant, 
through  whose  direct  and  influential  agency  all  this  has  been 
done,  is  not  responsible  for  any  of  this  wrong  ? 

I  contend  that  in  cs^^ntial  i>iirticulars,  this  preamble  and  vote 
were  false, — that  the  Association  knew  it  to  be  so,  as  they 
have  since  acknowledged  on  their  records,  —  that  they  had  no 
legal  or  moral  right  to  place  them  there,  —  and  still  less  to 
letain  them  there  after  Mr.  Fairchild*s  acquittal  by  the  jury. 

As  to  the  truth  of  the  injurious  allegations :  Is  it  true  that 
the  council  at  Exeter  ever  found  Mr.  Fairchild  to  have  been 
guiltj  of  seduction  ?  Where  is  the  proof,  or  the  shadow  of  proof, 
of  that  ?  The  defendant  has  undertaken  to  charge  my  client 
with  having  been  proved  guihy  of  the  crimes  of  seduction, 
adultery,  and  falsehood.  But  if  this  case  is  to  be  tried  on  strict 
technical  grounds,  where,  I  would  ask,  is  there  to  be  found  in 
the  proceedings  or  the  result  of  the  Exeter  Council,  any  j)re- 
text  that  he  had  been  found  guilty  of  seduction  ?  There  is 
nothing  in  the  record  that  can  give  a  color  of  justification  for 
such  a  charge.  Even  supposing  the  whole  fabric  of  falsehood 
woven  by  Hhoda  Davidson  to  be  believed,  did  she  not  state 
that  ^^  she  was  not  afraid  of  Mr.  Fairchild  —  that  she  always 
had  her  own  way  with  him  ?  "  And  is  tliere  no  moral  discrim- 
ination to  be  made  between  even  a  guilty  intercourse  with  such 
a  woman,  and  that  most  fiendlike  of  all  the  crimes  that  ever  de- 
graded humanity  —  the  cold-blooded  ruin  of  youth,  artlessness, 
and  innocence  ? 

Again.  The  Association  by  their  vote,  falsely  declare  that 
the  plaintiff  had  been,  by  the  Exeter  Council,  deposed  from  the 
ministry.  If  this  were  true,  he  had  ceased  to  be  a  member  of 
the  Association,  by  ceasing  to  be  a  clergyman,  —  and  they  had 
no  right  to  pass  any  vote  respecting  him. 

But  if  it  was  not  true  that  he  was  deposed,  the  vote  clearly 
was  a  libel.  And  is  it  true  or  not  that  he  was  deposed,  or  was 
he  only  suspended?  There  were  members  of  that  council 
who,  even  on  the  one-sided  evidence  jnoduecd  to  them,  would 
not  agree  to  the  result,  —  and  others,  who  did  so  agi*ee,  did  it,  as 
they  have  testified  on  the  stand  here,  only  on  the  supposition 
that  the  decision  was,  in  effect  and  amount,  only  one  of  tempo- 
vary  suspensioq.    You  have  heard  Dr.  Burgess's  testimony  on 
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this  point,  that  "  he  knew  the  sentence  was  only  one  of  saspca 
sion/'  But  the  tinal  declaratory  record  of  the  Association,  in 
1840,  wherein  the  word  deposed  is  stricken  out,  and  suspended 
is  substituted,  is  conclusive  evidence  that  in  tlieir  reconsidered 
and  amended  opinion,  Mr.  Fairchild  was  suspended  only  from 
his  office  as  a  preacher  of  the  gospel.  As  a  corollary  from 
this  fact,  that  he  was  susiK*nded  and  not  deposed,  it  is  apparent 
that  the  real  intent  and  meaning  of  the  vote  of  the  coancil 
was,  that  they  did  not  believe  him  guilty  of  this  charge,  ilud 
they  so  believed^  they  were  bound  in  duty  to  the  churches  and 
to  the  community  to  depose  him  at  once ;  and  they  would  have 
been  infamous  had  tlicy  not  done  so.  But  taking  the  vote  as  a 
sentence  of  suspertsion  until  another  tribunal  had  decided  on 
tlie  (juestion  of  guilt  or  innocence,  —  all  the  action  of  the  coun* 
cil  is  consistent  with  their  duty,  and  also  with  the  view  enter- 
tained by  these  reverend  ger.tlemen  themselves  in  July,  1849, 
when  the  record  of  the  Association  was  reviewed  and  reconsid- 
ered. 

But  again,  I  urge  that  after  the  acquittal  by  the  jury,  the 
Suflulk  South  Association  had  no  right  to  retain  upon  their 
records  that  vote,  whether  it  were  actually  true  or  not,  that  the 
Exeter  Council  had  pronounced  him  guilty  ujwn  the  evidence 
before  it. 

Air.  Fairohild's  case  had  been  adjudged  by  an  ecclesiastical 
council ;  they  liad  passed  a  conditional  sentence,  de)>endent  on 
the  verdict  of  another  tribunal ;  that  tribunal  had  pronounced 
him  irmocent,  and  I  say  that  the  acquittal,  after  such  investiga- 
tion and  trial,  takes  away  from  the  Association  all  presumption 
of  right  to  continue  that  injurious  vote  ujwn  their  l>ooks.  There 
is  ample  proof  that  they  wen»  in  full  jwssession  of  all  the  cir- 
cumstances ;  but  instead  of  doing  what  they  ought  to  have 
done,  thi'y  went  still  further  in  adding  a  new  charge,  which  ag- 
gravated and  intcnsilied  the  original  libel,  accusing  Mr.  Fair- 
child  in  July  or  October,  1810,  of  falsehood,  in  persisting  in  the 
denial  of  his  guilt.  Where  is  all  this  to  end  ?  Ilen»  is  a  man 
accused  of  crime,  lie  denies  the  charge.  He  is  solitrited  by 
all  the  force  of  love  and  friendship  to  confess  the  matter,  if  he 
be  guilty,  and  submit  himself  to  the  discipline  of  the  church, 
lie  still  denies.  He  is  tried  by  a  jury  of  his  fellow-citizens, 
and  pronounced  innoc<mt.  What,  then,  does  this  Association 
do?  Tli(?y  turn  round  upon  him,  and  deliberately  accuse  him 
of  falsehood,  in  persisting  in  iiis  denial  of  a  charge,  of  which 
ho  has  already  b<*en  acquittiMl  by  the  veiiliet  of  twelve  impar- 
tiul  and  unprejudi(;ed  m(.*n  !     It  is  a  wanton,  gross,  and  unjuali- 
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fiable  airirravuiion  of  tin.-  original  lilxl,  in(l('tVii>il)l('  on  anv  prin- 
ciple  ot*  law,  even  iis  stated  by  llie  counsel  i'or  the  (bifendaut 
themselves.  For  Mr.  Fairchild  was  no  longer  a  member  of  the 
Association.  They  liad  long  before  expelled  him.  But  now, 
grutuituusly,  and  without  any  object  to  be  accompli^^hed  wliicU 
eould  by  any  |)ossibility  bring  th(ur  action  within  any  rule  of 
privilege,  tUey  republish  and  reassert  the  original  defamation 
iu  an  aggravated  form. 

In  November,  1845,  a  regular  and  most  respectable  ecclesi- 
astical council,  declaring  Mr.  Fairchild  to  be  in  regular  stand- 
ing, installed  him  as  the  pastor  of  a  church  at  South  Boston. 
Aud  I  submit  that  the  action  of  this  Soutli  Boston  council, 
installing  him  and  recognizing  him  as  an  establish(^d  member  of 
the  clergy,  ought  to  have  been  t-atisfactory  to  this  clerical  asso- 
ciation,—  and  that  having  once  submitted  to  and  recognized 
the  authority  of  that  council,  by  presenting  to  it  a  remonstnince, 
in  the  handwriting  of  the  defendant  himself,  against  the  in- 
stalhition  of  the  plaintiff,  they  are  precluded  from  denying  it 
now. 

That   remonstrance,  with   the   reasons   upon  which   it  was 

founded,  was  duly  considered,  and  conclusively  answered  by 

(he  council.     And  it  is  a  noticeable  fact,  that  the  members  of 

the  Association  who  signed  it^  placed  their  objections  to  the  action 

of  the  council  not  upon  any  alleged  proof  of  the  plaintiff's 

guilty  but  upon  the  ground  of  inexpedien(;y,  arising  out  of  the 

Helalions  then  subsisting  between  him  and  his  clerical  brethren 

ill  the  city  of  Boston.     H  it  were  true,  or  if  they  believed  it  to 

he  true,  that  the  plaintiff  had  been  proved  guilty  of  seduction, 

adultery,  and  falsehood,  why  did  they  not  set  that  forth  in  their 

Xt;monstrance,  as  a  decisive  and  conclusive  barrier  against  his 

readinission  to  the  ministry? 

Now  let  us  look  a  moment  at  the  result  of  the  Kxetor  Coun- 
cil.     It  was  in  July,  1844,  that  that  bo<ly  finally  passetl  a  vote 
declaring,  in  Mr.  Fairchild's  case,  "  tluj  council  feel  compelled 
to   express  their  deep  conviction  that  Mr.  Fairchild  C4innot  be 
innocent  in  this  matter,  and  that  unless  he  can  present  a  vimrer 
vindication  of  himself  before  some  tribunal  more  competent  than 
oun^elves  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  and  the  utter- 
ance of  all  the  truth,  and  till  such  act  he  done,  he  ought  not,  and 
80  far  as  our  decision  goes,  does  not,  longer  hold  the  place  of  a 
minister  in  the  church  of  Christ." 

Till  such  act  ue  donk  !  Did  they  mean  by  this  language 
in  their  vote  to  say  that  Mr.  Fairchild  was  a  guilty  man,  or  was 
this  the  result  arrived  at  by  doubting  minds  ?     The  referees 
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will  judge.  But  what  said  the  Suffolk  South  Association?  Li 
their  records  of  1845  is  the  vote  declaring  '^that  the  crimes  of 
seduction  and  adultery  had  been  charged  and  proved  agaunflt 
Mr.  Fairchild  before  this  \ery  Exeter  Council,  and  that  more- 
over he  hud  added  to  those  offences  the  other  crime  of  false* 
hood,  by  jujrsisting  in  denying  his  guilt." 

Now,  what  import  is  to  be  attached  to  the  expression,  ^  cannot 
be  innocent  in  this  matter  ?  "     I  submit  that  the  phrase,  aa  it 
stands  in  the  result  of  the  council,  expresses  their  conviction  or 
belief  of  some  unspecified  delinquency,  —  cautiously  avoiding 
saying  what  that  was,  either  in  kind  or  degree,  and  virtnatly 
forbidding  the  erroneous  construction  placed  upon  the  language 
by  the  Association,  and  therefore  of  necessity  insisted  on  by  the 
defence.     Clearly,  the  language  does  admit,  without  violenoe 
either  to  its  terms  or  its  spirit,  a  less  offensive,  or  at  leaH  a  more 
limited  and  lenient  construction  than  the  Association  put  upon 
it.     And  they,  of  all  men  in  the  world,  were  bound  by  their 
Christian  office  and  their  relations  to  the  plaintiff,  to  construe  it 
in  the  most  favorable  way.     May  I  be  pardoned  for  suggesting 
that  it  argues  discreditably  to  their  disposition,  that  they  chose 
to  aOix  the  most  harsh  meaning  to  the  vote  of  the  council,  when 
an  ahernative  more  charitable  was  at  hand.     When,  therefore, 
the  council  express  their  "  deep  conviction  that  Mr.  Fairchild 
cannot  be  innocent  in  this  matter,"  etc.,  it  is  tantamount  to  saying 
this  ;  —  *'  though  Mr.  Fairchild  may  not  be  guilty  of  the  crimes 
specified  in  the  complaint ;  though  we  may  yet  entertain  doubts 
as  to  the  extent  of  his  guilt ;  though  we  feel  our  incompetency 
to  afford  him  the  due  means  for  his  cleai*er  vindication  in  re- 
gard to  those  matters,  and  hope  he  may  yet  have  the  opportu- 
nity before  some  more  competent  tribunal,  to  purge  his  charac- 
ter of  those  specified  charges ;  —  yet,  in  the  scope  of  our  inquiry 
in  the  broad  matter  that  has  been  laid  before  us,  in  the  entire 
course  of  our  proceedings,  if  there  is  found  some  impropriety, 
some  delinquency,  we  feel  compelled  to  express  our  deep  con- 
viction that  he  cannot  be  innocent  in  this  matter — that  ho  is 
not  wholly  blameless."     Such,  I  take  it  to  be,  is  the  fair  con- 
Btruction  of  the  tenor  of  the  result ! 

The  reasons  of  the  council,  plainly  given,  were  sensible,  sub- 
stantial, valid  reasons.  They  were,  that  the  testimony  was  im- 
perfect ;  that  the  evidence  was  defective ;  that  the  witnesses 
were  not  produced  before  them  because  of  the  want  of  power  in 
the  coun<!il  to  compel  attendance ;  and  that  witnesses  who  were 
present  refused  to  tell  the  whole  truth.  These  were  the  very 
best  of  all  reasons  for  doubt  and  indecision  on  the  great  and 
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chief  matters  in  qnestion.  In  their  result,  the  council  virtually 
admit  that  thci^3  imperfections  and  detects  did  exist,  and  that, 
but  for  these  defects  —  which  neither  the  plaintiff  nor  the  other 
side  could  remedy,  hut  whicli  might  be  remedied  before  a  tribu- 
nal more  competent  to  elicit  the  truth,  his  innocence  of  the 
charge  brought  against  him  might  be  established,  his  character 
clearly  vindicated,  and  his  restoration  to  the  ministry  assured. 

Taking,  tlien,  the  fair  and  natural  view,  that  the  result  of 
the  Exeter  Council  was  a  suspension,  and  not  a  deposition: 
taking  the  sober  second  thouglit  of  the  council  itself  to  that 
effect,  as  appears  by  the  language  of  that  decision,  —  what  had 
the  plaintiff  a  right  to  demand  of  the  Suffolk  South  Associa- 
tion ?     Most  certainly  he  was  entitled,  by  every  consideration 
and  upon  every  ground,  to  call  for  the  rescission  of  that  inju- 
rious and  slanderous  vote  which  he  demands  here  to-day.    Had 
he  not  taken  that  coui*se,  he  might  well  have  followed  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  iricnd,  Mr.  Playward,  and  retired  to  Michigan, 
there  to  seek  a  hiding-place,  and  that  *^  boundless  contiguity  of 
shade  "  which  the  learned  counsel  speaks  of.     That  would  have 
been  the  course  of  one  who  was  conscious  that  he  was  justly 
accused;  —  but  it  was  not  his,  nor  would  have  been  that  of  any 
other  innocent  man.     No !     His  language  was  this  —  ''I  will 
go  back,  under  the  advice  of  my  counsel,  and  show  up  the  na- 
ture of  this  evidence,  and  expose  the  falsity  of  these  charges 
against  my  character ;  I  will  manifest  my  innocence  in  the  most 
satisfactory,  if  not  the  only  way,  and  I  will  still  continue  to  labor 
in  my  Master's  work ! "     He  does  establish  his  innocence :  for 
he  goes  before  a  jury,  and  they  acquit  him.     What  then  ?     He 
asks  this  Association  to  expunge  from  its  records  the  false  pre- 
amble and  vote,  passed  upon  him  without  his  knowledge  and  in 
the  very  teeth  of  the  facts ;  and  how  is  he  met  ?    They  tell  him 
in  the  first  place  that  they  cannot  rescind  the  vote  till  he  has 
been  restored  to  his  standing  in   the  church  by  the   council 
which  suspended  him.     What  power  had  he  to  reassemble  the 
council  ?     There  was  no  special  provision  made  for  its  reassem- 
bling, and  therefore,  as  has  already  been  shown,  it  was  almost 
universally  regarded  by  its  former  members  as  a  defunct  body. 
Certainly  the  plaintiff  could  take  no  effectual  means  to  revive 
it.     But  what  say  the  moderator  and  the  scribe  of  that  Exeter 
Ck>uncil?      Here   is  tlieir   declaration,   signed   by   their   own 
hands : — 

"  Should  another  tribunal  elicit  new  facts  and  put  a  new  face  upon  things 
more  favorable  to  Mr.  Fairchild,  none  will  more  gladly  hail  the  light  thaa 
thoM  who  have  now  felt  constrained  to  vote  against  him.    Should  evi- 
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dcnco  bo  prodaccd  effecting  his  entire  excalfMtion,  and  setting  hira  foilk 
to  the  world  as  an  innocent  man,  they  woald  haste,  with  unutterable  wt, 
to  reverse  their  present  decision,  and  reckon  him  a«;ain  among  the  faitmal 
ministers  of  Jesus.  But,  till  this  be  done,  they  abide  by  the  act  thcv  \wn 
passed. 

The  subscribers  consider  thcmseWca  as  expressing  the  views  of  ths 
council  in  these  remarks. 

Daniel  Dana,  Moderator, 
L.  ¥.  DiMSiicK,  Scribe." 

Well,  thi.s  very  course  was  taken.  He  went  before  another 
tribunal,  submitted  himself  to  trial,  and  was  acquitted  on  the 
merits  of  the  case.  Why  did  not,  then,  tliese  reverend  gentle* 
men  ^  haste,  with  unutterable  joy,  to  reverse  their  decision," — 
or,  if  the  Exeter  Council  was  no  longer  in  existence,  to  take 
measures  for  holding  a  new  one  of  equal  authority  ?  They  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  After  that  other  tribunal  had  passed  upon 
the  matter,  and  established  Mr.  Fairchild's  innocenct^  it  is  true 
that  he  did  go  to  Dr.  Dana  and  consult  with  him  on  this  [>oint 
Dr.  Dana  appeared  willing  personally,  but  meanwhile  he  laid 
been  led  to  entertain  doubts  as  to  his  power,  and  as  to  any  fur- 
ther existence  or  power  of  that  council.  But,  afterwards,  there 
was  another  one  held  —  the  installing  council  at  South  Boetoa 
—  which,  on  the  ground  of  the  plaintiff's  triumphant  vindica- 
tion before  the  jury,  as  connected  witli  the  result  of  the  council 
at  P^xeter,  declared  him  *'  in  good  standing  as  a  minister  of  the 
gospel." 

And  if  a  council,  composed  as  that  was,  —  remonstrated  witt- 
as  that  was,  —  should  still  see  fit  to  go  on  and  dcmonstnite  the 
confidence  of  its  members  in  Mr.  Fain»hild's  moral  purity  by 
installing  him  over  one  of  their  churches,  —  surely  it  became 
the  duty  of  this  Suffolk  Aftsociation  so  far  to  entertain  some 
doubt  of  the  infallibility  of  their  own  judgment,  —  an  infaiUi 
bility  beyond  that  claimed  by  llome  and  the  Vatican,  —  as  at 
least  to  take  from  their  records  this  foul  and  slanderous  charge 
against  a  brother  in  the  church,  and  a  cruelly  injured  fellow 
man.  Or  if  that  were  asking  too  much  of  them,  they  might  at 
least  have  done  away  with  the  declaratory  power  of  the  vote, 
which  asserts  that  Mr.  Fairchild  had  been  proved  guilty  of 
these  scandalous  crimes.  Had  they  even  done  that,  there  would 
have  been  some  little  grace  in  it;  —  but  no,  they  could  not  even 
do  tliat ;  —  they  could  not  content  themselves  with  tiie  expulsioi: 
of  the  plaintiff  from  the  Association  (and,  as  I  have  lK*fon 
stated,  he  had,  and  has  no  wish  to  be  restored  to  fellowship  ia 
it),  but  must  go  on  deliberately  to  reaffirm  the  offensive  Ian* 
guage;   to  fix  the  stigma  indelibly  upon  his   character;   and 
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still,  f o  aprgrovate  the  injuiy  by  tlie  additional  charge  that 
lie  was  giiilty  of  the  gross  crime  of  continued  falsehood  in  per- 
muting in  denying  the  original  charge  up  to  tliat  period. 

But,  Mr.  Cliairman  and  gentlemen,  let  us  now  inquire  what 
possible  justification  there  can  be  for  the  gross  verbal  slander 
uttered  upon  the  plaintiff  by  the  defendant,  at  the  meeting  of 
the  Aifsociation  in  1849?  Where  was  the  occasion  for  it,  if 
the  other  allegations  were  true,  and  if,  as  claimed,  there  were 
snflicient  ecclesiastical  reasons  for  excluding  the  plaintiff,  and 
refusing  to  rescind  the  vote  ?  I  agree,  that  had  the  plaintiff 
been  seeking  readmission  into  the  Association,  and  had  the  de- 
fendant known,  or  b(;en  satisfied,  that  he  was  guilty  of  having 
had  a  loathsome  and  a  criminal  disease,  he  might  have  conunu- 
nicated  what  lie  knew  to  his  brethren,  and  would  have  been 
protected  in  so  doing.  But  the  plaintiff  was  before  them  for 
the  single  and  simple  pur|K)se  of  pi*ocuriug  a  rescission  of  that 
calomnious  vote.  That  was  the  single  question,  as  Rev.  Mr. 
Dwight  lias  testified.  And  thereui>on  the  defendant,  referring 
to  a  scroll  which  he  held,  8i>oke  of  it  as  containing  evidence 
that  Dr.  Hayward  had  stated  that  Mr.  Fairchild  did  have  the 
disease  in  question ;  on  which  Mr.  Dwight  remarked  that  if  so, 
it  was  very  different  from  what  Dr.  Hayward  had  told  him ;  — 
on  which  the  defendant,  as  a  clinching  and  conclusive  reason, 
gave  this  medical  story,  —  two  of  the  members  |)i'otesting 
against  it  as  libellous.  He  had  no  privilege  so  to  do  for  this 
purpose,  upon  the  extremest  ground  of  privilege  taken  by  his 
eounsel,  and  that  being  the  case,  he  was  bound,  in  order  to  jus- 
tify himself,  to  prove  the  truth  of  the  statement ;  to  show  tliat^ 
in  fact,  the  plaintiff  did  have  the  venereal  disease.  The  learned 
oonnsel  for  the  defence,  to  do  them  justice,  do  not  pretend  to 
rely  on  the  fact  that  the  story  was  true  ;  and  therefore,  if  the 
plea  of  privilege  be  set  aside,  there  is  no  ground  of  defence  left. 
Now  I  undertake  to  say,  not  only  that  the  story  was  false,  but 
that  the  reverend  defendant  had  no  reason  whatever  to  believe 
it  to  be  true ;  on  the  contrary,  he  had  every  reason  for  believ- 
ing otherwise.  What  evidence  is  there  that  Dr.  Hayward 
ever  said  he  declined  to  attend  Mrs.  Fairchild  on  that  account  ? 
None  has  been  produced.  And  I  further  undertake  to  say,  if 
necessary  to  show  malice,  that  the  whole  manner  in  which  the 
di^usting  story  was  got  up,  and  the  use  which  was  made  of  it, 
are  quite  sufficient  of  themselves,  even  if  the  matter  were  a 
priTileged  one,  to  establish  that  degree  of  actual  malice  which 
the  law  requires  to  be  proved.  Why,  what  did  he  do?  This 
BMeting  was  held  in  July,  1849,  and  they  had  on  or  before  this 
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made  some  inquiry  into  tliis  same  matter.    They  met  at  N    ^^^w- 
ton,  and  afterwards  the  business  was  further  discussed  h*»-re. 
On  both  occasions  the  defendant  was  present,  and  declared  c:  ^a^ 
Dr.  Ilayward  liad  assured  him  he  still  remained  of  the  S£^  ^^ 
opinion  as  to  Mr.  Fairchild's  disease.    According  to  Dca^^^on 
Drake,  too,  the  defendant  returned  to  him  the  letter  of  Mr.  E^^at- 
ton,  with  the  assurance  that  Dr.  Hayward  reaffirmed  ev  ^c?ry 
word  of  the  charge  contained  in  that  letter.     Now  the  deft?  =**^' 
ant  went  to  Dr.  Hayward  about  the  time  this  corresponde  :arjce 
wavS   published,  —  the  responsibility  of  the  publication    be    ^"S 
shared  by  some  of  the  best  men  in  Mr.  Fairchild's  parish^      ^ 
and  the  effect  of  the  publication  was  to  stimulate  the  defend-^^^ 
to  give  publicity  to  this  medical  story,  or  medical  fact,  as  i  -^t** 
falsely  called.     Accordingly  it  was  prepared  by  the  reverc^^™ 
defendant  and  Rev.  Mr.  McClure,  under  the  superintendec   "^^ 
of  the  latter.     The  learned  counsel  attempts  to  justify  the  pc--^*^ 
lication,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  called  for  by  the  plaintiff,        ?'' 
his  friends,     liut  did  they  publish  what  was  called  for  ?     L-^'" 
they  publish  the  whole  of  Kev.  Mr.  Patton's  letter  to  Deacr  "^^'^ 
Drake?     No,  but  a  garbled  extract  from  it,  supjiressing  ev-^^" 
the  name  of  the  physician,  when  that  name  was  distinctly  call^-^- 
for, —  when  the  reason  for  asking  it  was  given,  —  when,  witho  ^ 
the  name,  that  physician  could  make  no  reply,  and  when  1»^* 
reply   was   the    express   and   sole  ground   for   requesting  tl>^ 
letter.     And  subsequently,  when  his  attention  was  called  to  i  ^' 
Dr.  Hayward  assured  the  defendant  that  the  extract,  as  puh^"^ 
lished,  was  a  gross  perversion  of  his  remarks.     Dr.  Hayward'*'^ 
testimony  is,  that  the  defendant  called  on  him  in  January,  1847^^ 
and  this  "  Medical   Fact "  was  published  in  February  of  ih^^ 
same  year,  acconling  to  Mr.  ]McClure.     Now  let  us  sec  wha*^ 
Dr.  Ilayward's  deposition  is,  as  taken  in  April,  1847.     I  quot^ 
portions  of  Dr.  J  lay  ward's  answers,  with  such  of  the  interroga- ' 
tori(^s  as  are  essential  to  an  understanding  of  this  matter. 

Had  Mr.  Fairchild  at  that  time  been  known  to  be  a  licen^ 
tious  man,  should  you  have  doubted  that  the  disease  was  gonor*' 
rhcea  ? 

Afis.  If  night  have  doubted^  although  it  would  then  have  been 
much  more  probable  that  it  was  gonorrhoea. 

This  case  occurred  in  March,  1833,  and  Mr.  Fairchild,  vrt" 
der  the  treatment  which  I  adopted^  recovered  as  rapidly  as  pa- 
tients usually  do  under  similar  difficulties.  I  never  entertained 
a  suspicion  of  the  improper  nature  of  the  disease  from  that  time 
until  the  summer  of  18 14.  About  that  time  I  was  at  a  medical 
cluby  when  it  was  mentioned  by  one  of  the  company  that  it  was 
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fiat'*<l  in  liip  Jfrra/tfiic  .hmnml,  that  Mr.  FaircliiM  ha-l  r-mi- 
laitK.-il  ."»uici<lii  at  Kxcter.  Jt  was  further  stated  iliat  this  wa^i 
owing  to  a  discovery  of  somctliin;jj  about  Lis  licentious  practices, 
or  something  to  that  ctTect.  I  cannot  now  state  i>recisely  what. 
I  expresj^cil  my  surijirise  at  this,  and  stated  that  I  had  never 
known  or  heard  any  thing  unfavorable  to  his  characrter,  having 
been  Ins  family  physician,  and  acquainted  with  him  for  a  num- 
ber of  years.  Then  one  of  the  company  Siiid  that  he  had  been 
guilty  of  these  pnictices  for  a  long  time,  and  stated  some  eir- 
curastancc  to  show  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  th<Mn.  U|>on  this 
I  remarked  thai  if  this  were  true,  ^Iw  Fairchild  probably  had 
gonorrlHi>a  some  years  ago,  when  I  attended  him  for  intiamma- 
tion  of  the  bladder. 

Please  state  whether  you  have  ever  seen  any  symptoms  of 
gonorrhoea  when  you  knew  no  other  disease  existed  but  iuilam- 
mation  of  the  bladder? 
Ans.  Yes,  sir,  I  have. 

Will  you  please  state  in  detail  what  took  place  when  Mr. 
Paircliild  called  upon  you  from  the  time  when  he  first  came, 
What  he  said ;  and,  in  fact,  all  that  passed  up  to  the  time  of  his 
Cure* 

yiiu,  Mr.  Fairchild  called  upon  me,  and  consulted  me.     I  do 
tlot   remember  at  this  distance  of  time,  whether  it  was  at  my 
liouse  or  his  own.     He  stated  that  he  had  a  severe  afr(;ction  of 
't'hc  urinary  orgims ;  that  was  the  amount  of  it.     1  don't  remem- 
l>er  what  tenns  he  used.     He  attributed  it  to  getting  wet  and 
taking  cold  coming  up  from  Newburyport.     lie  spoke  of  it  un- 
<5oiiceriiedly,  as  of  any  other  complaint.     At  my  second  inter- 
view, I  spoke  to  Mr.  Fairchild,  and  he  replied  a<  stated  by  mc 
in  my  direct  examination.     His  reply  disarm<'d  all  my  suspicion, 
Ciiid  I  banished  it  from  my  mind,  and  I  thought  I  had  made;  a 
Xniatakc :  and  I  never  recurred  to  it  again,  until  iis  above  statt.'d 
in  1?S41.     The  complaint  was  freely  spoken  of  by  him,  and  no 
secret  made  of  it  in  the  family ;  and  I  recollect  particularly  that 
^when  I  onlered  leeches,  Mr.  Blasland,  the  apothecary,  procured 
and  appliinl  them. 

When  Mr.  Fairchild  came  to  you  did  lie  affect  secrecy  at  all  ? 
or  did  he  make  any  request  of  secrecy  on  your  part  at  any 
time? 

Ans.  He  did  not ;  nor  ever  made  the  least  allusion  of  the  kind. 
Did  you  ever  see,  hear,  or  know  any  thing  which  would  lead 
you  to  think  Mr.  Fairchild  otlier  than  a  pure-minded  man.  ex- 
cept the  remarks  which  may  have  been  made  to  you  by  others 
ipeakiDg  against  him  ? 

23 
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Ans,  No,  I  never  did. 

Was  not  your  remark  at  the  medical  club,  in  relation  to  M 
Fairchild,  based  wholly  and  solely  upon  the  iwsitive  and  pe 
haps  vehement  statements  of  others  to  the  effect  that  M'itbo 
doubt  Mr.  Fairchild  was  or  had  for  a  long  time  been  guilty  o\ 
licentious  practices? 

Ans.  Yes,  sir :  it  was  so. 

Have  you  not  found  such  symptoms  in  patients  when  it  wa^ 
impossible  that  they  should  have  arisen  from  an  impure  conn 
tion  ? 

Ans.  Yes,  sir.     Impossible  is  a  very  strong  word.     But 
mean  where  I  had  not  the  slightest  dpubt,  and  where  I  had  n 
reason  to  doubt,  as  in  children,  and  in  some  instances  in  men. 

Enough  has  been  quoted  from  that  offensive  docu 
ment  to  let  the  reader  see  the  miry  foundation  on  w^hici 
Dr.  Adania  stood  when  he  was  so  busily  employed  i 
propagating  that  slander  about  me,  and  from  the  just^: 
penalty  of  which  he  sought  and  found  protection  behind^ 
the  statute  of  limitations!     That  part  of  the  depositioiL 
which  states  the*  fact  of  Dr.  Adams  having  brought  Dr. 
Hayward  tlu^  letter  of  Mr.  Patton,  and  from  which  he 
erased  and  struck  out  in  various  places  with  his  pencil 
whatever  was  objectionable,  I  have  already  quoted  and 
commented  on  in  another  chapter. 

Now,  may  it  please  the  referees,  I  submit  that  it  is  clear 
from  the  whole  of  tlni  testimony  of  Dr.  Hayward,  that  the  de- 
fendant had  as<'ertaine<l  from  him  previous  to  the  publication  of 
the  letter,  that  certain  coiTections  ought  to  be  made  before  it 
was  printed,  and  that  he  is  therefore  responsible  for  the  false 
statements  it  contained.  Mr.  McClure  says  he  adopted  every 
suggestion  made  by  the  defendant  except  one,  and  therefore,  if 
he  be  not  responsible  tor  the  whole  of  the  publication,  he  clearly 
is  so  for  these  misrepresentations  of  Dr.  Hay  ward's  statements. 
It  is  said  in  the  hotter  as  published,  that  the  doctor  found  no  tM- 
Jlammadon,  but  the  usual  signs  of  gmiorrhcea.  Dr.  Hayward  cor- 
rected the  statement,  declaring  that  he  didfimX  inflammation,  with 
some  q/'the  symptoms  of  that  disease.  He  also  struck  out  the 
assertion  that  he  still  privately  believed  as  at  firsts  as  well  as  all 
the  remainder  of  the  letter.     Dr.  Hay  ward's  testimony  tbioagli- 
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at  is  perfcctlj  consistent  and  straightforward.  He  states  all 
fcie  waj  through  that  the  symptoms  were  equivocal ;  that  they 
ligbt  have  been  produced  by  a  criminal  connection;  but,  on 
le  other  hand,  that  they  might  be  exhibited  in  the  case  of  the 
urest  and  most  virtuous  man  living.  And  what  coD|(ructioQ 
.  to  be  put  on  the  fact  that  Mr.  Fairchild*s  case  showed  these 
quiTocal  symptoms  ?  The  harshest  possible  ?  Is  tliat  the  rule 
f  Christian  charity  or  common  justice  ?  It  was  not  Dr.  Ilay- 
ard's  rule ;  for  how  did  he  treat  his  patient  ?  For  gonorrhoea  ? 
D,  —  but  in  a  mode  he  never  would  have  dared  to  adopt  had 
lat  been  the  disease.  He  says  further,  —  that  even  had  Mr. 
^airchild  been  known  to  be  a  licentious  man,  he  might  have 
oubted  as  to  the  cliaracter  of  his  malady.  And  he  nev^er  eu' 
*rta%ned  a  suspicion  of  the  improper  nature  of  the  disease  after 
be  plaintifTs  assurance  to  him ;  and  it  was  not  till  lie  heard  the 
ositive  and  repeated  assertions  of  ]Mr.  Fairchild*s  known  and 
^g  continued  guilty  practices,  that  he  said  that  the  disea^^e  was 
hen  probably  the  gonorrha^a.  And  now  I  ask  the  referees,  in 
ill  fairness,  to  judge  of  Dr.  Hay  ward's  opinion  expressed  under 
uch  circumstances,  and  to  say  whether  it  is  not  the  most  cruel 
ind  pitiless  persecution,  at  this  distant  day,  to  attempt  to  sub- 
stantiate from  it  the  infamous  charge  contained  in  this  so 
^laMeA  Medical  Fact  All  the  circumstances,  —  the  concurrent 
testimony  of  numberless  medical  authorities,  that  the  purest 
person  in  the  world  is  liable  to  exhibit  the  same  symptoms,  — 
Dr.  Hayward's  statement  of  the  case  of  another  patient  of  his 
whom  he  knew  to  be  an  innocent  man,  and  who  was  yet  simi- 
larly affected,  —  his  treatment  of  Mr.  Faircliild,  —  the  fact  that 
no  concealment  was  attempted  or  thought  of  by  my  client, — 
that  he  made  no  secret  of  his  complaint,  but  went  openly  to  his 
fatnily  physician, — that  he  informed  his  wife  of  his  trouble, 
and  what  it  was,  —  that  the  remedies,  the  leeches  ordered  by 
the  physician,  were  applied  by  the  family  apothecary,  —  all 
these  uncontradicted  circumstances  conclusively  show  a  con- 
■ciousness  of  innocence  on  the  plaintiff's  part  which  he  could  not 
have  manifested  had  he  really  been  the  subject  of  a  criminally 
oontracted  disease. 

Yet,  hero  is  a  man,  a  clergyman  of  the  church  of  Christ, 
pursued  and  hunted  down  without  remorse,  upon  a  charge 
which  was  not  only  false,  but  which  those  who  pursued  him 
with  it  had  every  reason  to  believe  to  be  unfounded  and  un- 
tme. 

More  still,  —  his  whole  life  has  been  ransacked  for  the  dis- 
coreiy  of  every  little  dei)arture  from  the  strictest  iSLOtoJlkV^ 
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from  which  the  best  of  us  are  not  wholly  exempt,  —  but  with 
Avant  of  success,  wliich  ought  to  silence  forever  the  tongue  of 
slander.     I  question  whether  there  be  one,  even  amongst  tlw 
reverend  gentlemen  themselves,  whose  past  life,  if  raked  andL — 
sifted  flAm  boyhood  up,  as  that  of  the  plaintifiTs  has   beeo,^ 
would  not  need  a  more  charitable  judgment  thau  they  have^ 
vouchsafed  to  him. 

Tlie  defendant  cannot  escape  the  responsibility  of  that  infa- 
mous publication,  the  "  Medical  Fact."    He  does  not  attempt  to- 
deny  his   knowledge   of    it   beforehand ;    a   fact   conclusively 
proved  by  the  testimony  of  Mr.  McClure.     No  less  conelusiv<> 
is  the  evidence  that  he  had  ample  proof  to  satisfy  a  fair  and» 
unprejudiced  mind  of  the  utter  worthlessness  and  falsity  of  thtt 
story.     That  most  clearly  appears  from  Dr.  Hayward's  %vhold 
deposition,  —  from  the  letter  itself,  with  the  alterations  disitinctly 
pointed  out ;  from  the  certificate  of  Dr.  Ilayward,  containing' 
the  substance  of  his  letters  to  the  plaintiff,  which  were  exhibited 
to  the  defendant,  and  from  Deacon  Drake's  letter  to  Dr.  Hay- 
ward,  —  the  last  document  attached  to  the  deposition  which  art- 
fully but  unsuccessfully  concludes  with  a  monitory  admonition 
to  Dr.  ilayward,  not  to  deny  the  false  version  of  his  conversa- 
tion contained  in  the  pamphlet. 

All  this  was  l)efore  the  publication  of  the  "  Medical  Fact," 
and  the  defendant  knew  of  it  aU.  If  not,  where  is  the  perti- 
nency of  the  argument  that  the  publication  was  not  malicious 
in  itself,  because  it  was  in  answer  to  a  call  for  the  letter  as  it 
was  originally  written,  and  not  for  the  corrected  copy.^  But 
the  call  was  lor  the  wliole  letter,  and  not  the  garbled  extracts, 
suppressing  Dr.  Ilay  ward's  name,  and  thereby  preventing  every- 
body else  from  ascertaining  the  falsehood  of  that,  which  the 
plaintiff  himself  had  found  to  be  untrue.  The  terms  in  which 
the  publication  of  the  letter  is  called  for  are  plain  enough :  — 

I  read  from  the  published  correspondence,  page  42,  note:  — 
"  Since  writing  the  above,  a  copy  of  JSIr.  Patton's  letter  has 
been  jiut  into  our  hands.  We  are  now  more  anxious  tlian  ever 
that  Deacon  Drake  should  publish  it.  And  we  renew  the  as- 
surance that  no  civil  prosecution  shall  be  commenced  against 
him  for  so  doing  by  us  or  our  pastor.  But  we  give  him  no 
such  assurance,  if  he  continues  to  show  it  privately  to  indi- 
viduals. We  advise  liim  to  cease  at  once  from  that  plan  of 
operation  to  injure  Mr.  Fairchild.  Deacon  Drake  has  no  more 
right  to  put  into  the  hands  of  others,  or  to  read  to  them  in  pri 
vate,  a  false  and  libellous  letter,  though  written  by  another, 
than  if  it  were  written  by  himself.     And  we  now  tell  him  (and 


LIFE  OF  REV.  J.  H.   FAIRCHILD.  269 

we  know  what  we  say)  that  evory  time  he  shows  that  letter,  or 
repeats  its  contents  to  another,  he  is  guilty  of  hearing  false  wit- 
ness against  his  neighbor.  We  consent  to  its  publication, 
becaase  Dr.  Hay  ward  will  then  be  called  upon  in  justice  to 
himself  as  well  as  to  Mr.  Fairchild,  to  point  out  its  falsehoods, 
and  tell  the  true  story  to  the  world,  as  he  has  already  told  it  to 
many  persons  who  have  called  on  him  for  information." 

But  there  is  one  avowal  on  the  part  of  the  Rev.  witness, 
Mr.  McClure,  respecting  the  publication  of  this  pamphlet, 
which  settles  the  question  of  the  defendant's  motives,  and  gives 
its  true  character  to  the  whole  transaction.  For  what  pur- 
pose, —  with  what  object  was  it  concocted  and  published  ? 

This  witness  testifies,  that  it  was  prepared  and  published  in 
the  expectation  that  Mr.  Fairchild  would  institute  a  prosecution 
for  a  libel,  and  then  they  could  prove  its  truth  in  justiiication, 
by  compelling  Dr.  Hayward  to  testify  upon  his  oath.  And 
that  the  defendant  recommended  the  withholding  of  certain 
other  evidence,  as  it  could  be  used  with  more  efifcct  upon  such  a 
prosecution.  But  a  prosecution  against  whom  ?  Themselves  ? 
Oh  no,  —  Deacon  Drake  was  to  be  the  scapegoat  to  encounter 
the  perils  of  the  law ;  and  so  his  name  was  affixed  to  the  docu- 
ments which  the  defendant  evidently  designed  should  operate  as 
the  death-warrant  of  the  plaintiff  as  to  his  character  and  stand- 
ing in  the  ministry,  and  even  in  decent  society.  The  plot,  how- 
ever, did  not  succeed ;  but  Dr.  Hayward  has  testified,  and  we 
have  the  result. 

Now,  what  a  specimen  of  high-toned  Christian  morality  does 
this  transaction  exhibit  ?  Will  the  Rev.  defendant  undertake  to 
justify  it?  Will  he  say  that  it  was  just  and  right  towards  Mr. 
Fairchild,  —  even  supposing  him  to  be  the  guiltiest  man  in  the 
world  ?  Was  it  in  the  spirit  of  their  gentle  Master  that  these 
two  clerical  gentlemen  "  took  sweet  counsel  together "  to  draw 
the  plaintiff  into  a  trap  ?  Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  any  two 
members  of  our  profession  were  detected  in  such  a  scheme,  it 
would  as  effectually  consign  them  to  Coventry,  as  if  they  liad 
committed  forgery  or  picked  a  pocket.  And  if  this  be  the 
principle  and  practice  of  modem  Orthodox  Congregationalism 
amongst  its  teachers,  it  is  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  the  grad- 
uates of  St.  Omers  have  found  some  formidable  rivals  in  their 
own  tactics,  among  their  Protestant  brethren. 

Another  fact  of  similar  complexion  is  disclosed  by  the  testi- 
mony. The  defendant  states,  in  March,  that  something  very 
important  is  soon  to  come  out  which  will  settle  the  question  of 
Mr.  Fairchild's  criminality.    But  that  important  something,  aa 
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Mr.  McClure  testifies,  proved  to  be  an  abortion.   The  defen  ^^^ 
writes  to  a  lady  in  Pittston,  Mrs.  Jewett,  to  obtain  the  part:-*cu« 
lars  of  some  alleged  intercourse  between  plaintiff  in  his  yc^  **"^ 
more  than  thirty  years  ago,  and  a  young  lady  with  whon:*-    J^ 
was  then  supposed  to  be  intimate.     Now,  if  a  man*6  whole     ^^ 
from  boyhood  to  old  age,  is  thus  to  be  raked  over  in  searct»  o^ 
boyish  indiscretions,  —  then  God  help  all  of  us.     But  what  ^*'- 
isfaction  did  the  defendant  get?     JVlrs.  Jewett  replies  to  h/in, 
that  she  knew  nothing,  and  never  had  known  any  thing  what- 
ever, against  Mr.  Fairchild's  moral  character,  as  she  certain// 
mu>t  have  known,  had  these  accusations  been  founded  in  fact, 
yet  still  the  Rev.  defendant  is  not  content     He  writes  a  second 
letter,  telling  her  that  she  can  liave  no  doubt  of  the  great  wick- 
edness of  Mr.  Fairchild,  and  insisting,  under  a  promise  to  keep 
her  name  secret,  that  she  knows  something  which  it  is  /ter  duin 
to  (he  church  to  disclose ;  to  which  she  again  replies  with  more 
emphasis  than  before,  that  she  knew  of  nothing  against  him. 
I^ailled  and  foiled  in  his  attempt  to  find  matter  of  accusation 
against  his  brother,  the  Reverend  defendant,  —  instead  of  going 
to  Dr.  Burgess,  Mr.  Smith,  the  members  of  his  own  church^ 
and  others,  among  whom  had  been  scattered  these  ambiguous 
voices  respecting  this  Pittston  story,  and  acquainting  them  with 
the  contradiction  of  it,  —  he  keeps  his  mouth  sealed,  —  suffers 
the  calumny  to  go   on  and  produce  whatever   impression    it 
may,  —  and  actively  aids  in   the  publication  of  this  "  Medical 
Fact."     Do  not  all  these  circumstances  prove  the  actual  malice 
entertained  by  the  defendant  towards  Mr.  Fairchild  ?  if,  indeed, 
we  ought  not  to  adopt  another  scarcely  more  creditable  suppo- 
sition, —  that  he  had  so  far  and  so  completely  committed  him- 
self to  a  determined  hostility  to  the  plaintiff,  that,  in  the  stub- 
bornness of  his  nature,  his  mind  and  heart  had  been  effectually 
hardened  against  all  impressions  that  did  not  deepen  his  original 
conviction  of  the  plaintiff's  guilt. 

The  defendant's  unrelenting  persistency  in  endeavoring  to 
impress  upon  the  minds  of  others  a  belief  in  the  plaintiff 's  great 
wickedness,  w^ien  there  can  be  no  pretence  that  the  defendant 
was  in  the  discharge  of  any  legal  or  moral  duty,  is  shown  by  a 
class  of  facts  which  I  can  only  glance  at  in  passing,  without 
commenting  upon  them  as  they  deserve. 

Of  this  class  is  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Tracy  to  the  conversa- 
tion of  the  defendant  with  him  in  the  cars :  volunteered^  as  he 
states,  by  the  defendant  to  one  who  was  a  stranger  to  the  plain- 
tiff, and  not  a  member  of  the  defendant's  church  or  congrega* 
tion,  —  that  **  the  plaintiff  was  bad  enough  to  go  out  of  the 
world  with  a  lie  upon  his  lips." 
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To  !Mr>.  . Ionian,  al.-o,  he  n^prrstMitud '' the  })hiintiir\s  moral 
fharacttfr  as  tlii^  worst  of  any  person's  ho  ever  knew."  He  said 
to  her,  that  he  couKl  not  grant  a  letter  to  a  church  uud(T  a  man 
of  such  a  character,  and  that  his  impression  was,  that  in  six 
months'  time,  something  would  come  out  against  Mr.  Fairchild 
worse  than  any  thing  yet,  and  she  would  heartily  thank  him  for 
refusing  a  letter,  lie  said  that  when  this  matter  did  come  out, 
Mr.  Faircluld*s  church  would  dwindle  awav,  and  not  be  known 
as  a  church.  She,  it  is  true,  was  a  member  of  the  defendant's 
church ;  and  it  has  been  said  here,  that  it  was  his  duty  to  keep 
his  floi*k  from  the  wolf.  But  had  he  discharged  that  duty? 
Mrs.  Jordan  says,  that  when  she  reminded  him  that  he  had 
known  of  her  attending  upon  Mr.  Fairchild's  preaching  for 
more  than  six  months,  and  had  passed  her  door  three  or  four 
times  a  week,  without  even  warning  her  of  the  danger  she  was 
ID  from  the  influence  of  such  a  person  as  he  described  the  plain- 
tiff to  be,  his  reply  was,  that  "  he  was  not  responsible  for  the 
places  of  worship  which  the  members  of  his  church  chose  to 
frequent.  They  went  where  they  pleased."  No ;  it  was  only 
when  they  desired  to  connect  themselves  with  the  plaintiff's 
diurcli,  and  to  leave  his  own,  that  the  defendant  felt  bound  to 
warn  them  of  their  danger. 

Of  the  same  character  are  the  statements  of  the  reverend 
defendant  in  liis  church  meetings,  as  testitie<l  to  by  Messrs. 
Williams  and  Lane.  Mr.  Williams  says  that  Mr.  Adams  stated 
that  there  would  he  some  developments  in  relation  to  the  early 
history  of  Mr.  Fairchild,  and  that  there  were  certain  documents 
to  be  published  which,  when  seen,  would  convince  those  to  whom 
he  was  s[>eaking,  that  Mr.  Fairchild  was  the  guiltiest  man  that 
walked  the  streets  of  Boston. 

Mr.  Lane's  testimony  is  much  the  same.  He  says,  that  Mr. 
Adams  stated,  that  he  had  rather  resign  his  pastoral  oilice,  than 
sign  a  letter  of  recommendation  to  Mr.  Fainthild^s  church,  lie 
spoke  of  a  communication  made  on  shi])board,  which  had  been 
conveyed  to  him  by  letter,  and  which,  when  published,  would 
place  Mr.  Fairchild's  guilt  in  siich  a  light,  that  others  would 
believe  as  well  as  he ;  but  tliat  he  should  not  be  instrumental  in 
its  publication.  How  far  his  instrumentality  was  concerned  in 
its  publication,  is  evinced  by  the  getting  up  of  the  "  Medical 
Fact." 

Rev.  Mr.  Winslow,  who  is  not  a  member  of  tlie  defendant's 
ehurch,  nor  of  the  same  clerical  assiKiiation,  testifies  to  a  conver- 
sation he  had  with  him,  in  which  he  said  to  Mr.  Adams,  that  as 
Mr.  Fairchild  had  been  acquitted  by  a  higher  tribunal  than  tho 
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ecclesiastical  council,  the  hand  of  fellowship  should  now  be 
extended  to  him ;  to  which  Mr.  Adams  replied  that  he  was  of  a 
different  opinion,  and  would  rather  resign  his  office  than  sign  a 
letter  of  dismission  and  recommendation  to  Mr.  Fairchild'a 
church. 

Rev.  Dr.  Gilbert  testifies  that  some  of  his  parishioners  had 
expressed  a  wish  that  he  would  exchange  with  Mr.  Fairchild, 
and  that  he  consulted  Mr.  Adams  on  the  subject,  and  that  Mr. 
Adams  said  to  him,  perhaps,  before  you  do  that,  you  will  wish 
to  go  to  the  Register  of  Deeds'  office,  and  see  Mr.  Hay  ward's  affi- 
davit. I  asked  why  it  was  there  recorded.  He  said  it  referred 
to  a  bad  disease  of  Mr.  Fairchild's.  And  although  the  witness 
did  not  go  to  examine  tlie  affidavit,  this  information  from  the 
reverend  defendant  was  quite  enough  to  prevent  him  from  pro- 
posing an  exchange  with  the  plaintiff. 

Of  the  same  character  was  the  defendant's  conversation  with 
Col.  Vinson,  whose  clear,  decided,  and  intelligent  manner  of  tes- 
tifying to  the  circumstances  under  which  the  plaintiff  denied  all 
intercourse  with  Rboda  Davidson,  renders  it  difficult  to  see  how 
the  defendant  could  have  supposed  he  meant  to  make  a  distinc- 
tion between  criminal  intercourse  and  the  paternity  of  the  child. 
Col.  Vinson's  attention  was  directed  to  this  very  distinction, — 
and  he  swears  that  the  plaintiff's  denial  was  as  prompt,  and  as 
comprehensive,  as  innocence  could  conceive,  or  language  ex- 
pniss.  There  was  one  remark  of  the  defendant  testified  to  by 
Col.  Vinson,  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  particular  attention  of 
the  referees,  when  they  are  considering  the  question  of  the  de- 
fendant's motives :  "  Dr.  Adams  said,  even  if  fie  were  innocent 
it  would  be  hard  to  make  the  people  believe  it.**  May  we  not,  in 
this  remark,  find  a  key  to  the  motives  which  prompted  his 
whole  subsequent  conduct  towards  the  plaintiff?  And  it  is 
enough  for  me  to  say  that  this  moral  cowardice  which  could 
balance  the  world's  opinion  against  the  rights  of  a  brother  and 
the  cause  of  truth,  might  well  be  the  parent  of  a  cruel  and  piti- 
less persecution. 

It  was  my  purpose  to  have  commented  more  at  length  than  I 
am  able  to  do,  upon  the  important  testimony  of  Mr.  Hay  ward. 
1  can  find  no  possible  mode  of  reconciling  it  with  the  ground 
now  taken  by  the  defence  with  respect  to  the  defendant's  mo- 
tives. Mr.  Ebenezcr  Hayward  swears,  that  upon  two  occasions, 
in  tlie  autumn  of  1844,  the  reverend  defendant  assured  him 
that  **  if  the  plaintiff  would  return  from  Exeter  to  Boston  and 
take  his  trial,  and  was  acquitted  by  a  jury  of  his  country  and 
the  laws  of  the  land,  his  pulpit  should  he  open  to  him"    These 
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declarations,  be  it  remembered,  were  niaile  after  he  had  de- 
nounced him  as  "liell,"  and  as  "more  licentious  tlian  Aaron 
Burr."  WelL  the  plaintiff  did  return,  —  took  his  trial,  and  was 
acquitted,  as  Mr.  Bond,  a  most  intelligent  member  of  the  jury 
te:itiiie;^,  not  upon  any  technical  ground,  but  upon  the  merits  of 
the  case,  because  the  jury  believed  him  to  b(?,  not  only  legally 
but  morally  innocent.  And  the  manner  in  which  the  defendant 
has  redeemed  his  pledge  has  been,  not  as  he  had  promised.  — 
not  as  he  liad  repeatedly  and  solemnly  assured  my  client  that  he 
would  do,  by  opening  his  own  pulpit  to  him,  but  by  making  con- 
stant and  unceasing  efforts  to  close  every  other  pulpit  against 
him,  —  by  refusing  to  dismiss  members  of  his  church  upon 
their  own  urgent  request,  to  that  of  the  plaintiff,  —  by  remon- 
strating against  his  installation,  —  by  endeavoring  to  j)oison  the 
public  mind  against  him,  and  thus  make  his  acquittal  by  a  jury 
tantamount  to  a  conviction,  —  and  by  holding  out  to  the  Key. 
Dr.  Woods  the  peril  in  which  he  was  placing  his  own  well-<*arned 
reputation,  as  first  among  the  Orthodox  clergy  of  New  England, 
if  he  yielded  to  his  conviction  of  Christian  duty,  and  ventured 
to  aid  in  the  plaintiff's  installation.  In  what  honorable  contrast 
to  the  spirit  exhibited  by  the  defendant,  was  that  of  this  learned 
and  venerated  member  of  the  church  of  Christ.  No  i)altry  lear 
of  the  world's  censorious  and  unjust  judgment  could  move  him 
against  his  own  judgment  of  what  was  due  to  an  oppressed 
and  |)crsecuted  friend. 

And  now,  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  although  I  have 
quite  exhausted  the  little  strength  with  which  I  comnuwurcd  this 
address  to  you,  there  are  one  or  two  unexpected  topics  which 
have  been  introduced  into  the  defence,  to  which,  before  1  close, 
I  wish  to  ask  your  attention.  We  have  all  heard  the  repeated 
statements  of  the  learned  counsel  a*^  to  the  kindly  manner  in 
which  this  controversy  has  throughout  been  carried  on  by  the 
defendant,  and  the  friendly  feelings  which  ever  influenced  him 
up  to  the  time  when  he  became  convinced  that  it  was  his  duty 
and  the  duty  of  the  church  to  see  to  it,  that  the  plaintiff  was  no 
longer  continued  in  the  ministry.  It  cannot  be  denied  that  a 
cluin;;e  did  occur  in  Mr.  Adams's  fcelinjcs  towards  Mr.  Fair- 
child.  At  any  rate  it  is  true  that  when  such  a  change  of  feel- 
ing does  occur  between  friends,  —  when  the  milk  of  human 
kindness  does  become  so  curdled,  —  there  is  no  enemy  like  a 
ibrmer  friend. 


"  Earth  has  no  cano  like  Ioyo  to  hatred  turned ! 


if 


Ought  not  the  reverend  defendant  to  entertain  some  distrust 
to  the  correctness  of  the  course  he  has  taken  when  thus  ex* 
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posed  to  the  danger  of  being  guided  by  his  resentments  rotbef 
than  by  the  truth?     lie  does  not  know  —  he  never  can  know, 
till  the  last  great  trial  appointed  for  us  all  —  how  much  his  con- 
duct towards  Mr.  Fairchild  has  been  influenced  by  that  change 
in    his   feelings.     In   the   note  of   page  52  of  the   ))ainphlet, 
"Iniquity  Unfolded,"  there  is  direct  reference  on  Mr.  Fai^ 
child's  part  to  the  testimony  of  the  defendant  before  the  Exeter 
Council,  and  the  defendant's  own  subsequent  comments  upon  it. 
lie  says,  "  But  I  love  Mr.  Adams  still.     We  have  taken  sweet 
counsel  together,  and  deeply  sympathized  with  each  other.  He 
was  my  chosen  preacher  at  my  installation  in  Exeter,  and  I  do 
trust  that  we  shall  yet  meet  in  heaven,  where  he  will  be  con-       | 
vinced,  if  not  before,  that  his  imprkssions  were  groundleat 
But  while  he  remains  in  the  flesh,  and  has  around  him  a  be- 
loved wife  and  children,  I  do  fervently  pray  that  his  character 
and  standing  in  the  ministry  may  never  be  taken  from  him  b^ 
false  witnesses,  or  by  any  one  testifying  to  his  own  impressioifi* 
It  did  seem  to  me  at  the  time  that  he  was  reserved  by  my  proaf 
ecutors  as  the  last  witness  against  me,  to  render  my  acquittal  by 
the  council  hopeless.     Whether  so  designed  or  not,  such  wai 
the  effect  beyond  all  dispute. 

*'  I  think  it  due  to  Mr.  Adams  to  state  that  the  morning  aAer 
he  had  been  testifying  to  his  impressions,  he  called  on  me. 
During  our  conversation  he  said,  *  I  think  I  hurt  myself  more 
last  evening  than  I  did  you;  and  I  now  say  to  you,  don't 
despond.  If  the  council  should  condemn  you,  and  you  are  inno- 
cent, take  courage.  God  will  yet  make  a  way  for  it  to  appear.' 
I  then  remarked,  *  Brother  Adams,  how  coidd  you  have  misap- 
prehended me  so? '  lie  replied,  *  Well,  I  thuik  that  your  declara- 
tions, when  you  supposed  yourself  to  be  dying,  ought  to  be  set 
off  against  it.'  And  when  he  arose  to  go,  the  last  words  he 
uttered,  as  he  closed  the  door,  were,  *  Do  write  me,  brother.*" 

Shortly  after  this,  when  Captain  Tracy  referred  to  the  dying 
dechirations  of  Mr.  Fairchild,  as  proof  of  his  innocence,  the 
reverend  defendant  remarked  that  "  he  was  bad  enough  to  go 
out  of  the  world  with  a  lie  upon  his  lips." 

But  now  it  is  said  by  the  learned  counsel  that  there  was  to  be 
found  reasonable  provocation  for  the  course  pursued  by  his  cli- 
ent, in  the  statements  contained  in  the  book  of  Mr.  Fairchild, 
entitled  "  Corresj)ondence,"  etc.  That,  however,  is  an  insuffi- 
cient answer,  for  the  same  libellous  statements  were  made  before 
that  public4ition  a]>peared.  They  certainly  were  made  to  Dr. 
Burgess,  if  not  to  several  others.  It  was  a  most  strange  decla- 
ration at  the  time,  which  the  defendant  made  to  Dr.  BurgesSy 
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seeing   ]Mr.   Fain-lnM    ))M-s,  —  "tlniv  *ri)i<  lull,"  —  and   a^rain, 
—  th«Ttf   i^   notliin;:  in   the  wliolo  historv  of  tlu*  juiumrs  of  the 
lict.'iitious  Aaroti  IJurr  worse  than  in  the  con<hjct  of  Mr.  Fair- 
child/'     To  grt  over  the  obvious  inconsistency  of  remarks  like 
cbese,  with  the  positions  now  taken,  they  endeavor  to  throw  a 
shade  on  Dr.  Burp^ess's  evidence,  by  holdin^ir  him  up  its  a  friend 
Xo  the  plaintiff,     lie  was  caH<;d  in  the  opening  of  the  defence,  a 
**  compurgator,"  now  he   is  a  **  friend."     Yes,  I   thank   him, 
'wherever  he  is,  that  ho  has  remained  a  true  and  steadfast 
fneiid,  througli  the  severe  and  stern  and  sad  storm  of  persecu- 
tion by  which  the  plaintiff  hiis  been  assailed.     But  it  is  a  (pies- 
tion  at'  time  only,  and  the  proof  is,  that  these  declarations  were 
made  by  the  defendant  before  the  publication  of  the  correspon- 
dence. 

I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  argue  more  at  length  those  other 
matters  which  have  been  made  the  subjects  of  such  elaborate 
^scussion,  and  the  theme  of  so  much  vituperative  eloquence, 
by  my  distinguished  friend,  —  the  letter  to  Khoda  Davidson,-^ 
the  pa^-mcnt  of  the  money, —  the  distinction  between  paternity 
and  intercourse,  in  the  phiintitTs  denial  of  the  charges  made 
against  him,  and  his  silence  when  the  defendant  put  tlit*  inquiry 
respecting  his  innocence.  But  I  do  call  attention  to  the  fa<!t 
that  all  this  has  been  most  unfairly  treated,  both  by  the  defend- 
ant and  his  counsel.  They  have  cruelly  misconstrued  th€ 
whole.  They  ask  why,  if  Mr.  Fairchild  were  innocent,  he  did 
not  take  legal  advic<^  We  offered  evidence  that  at  that  very 
time  he  did  apply  to  Bradford  Sumner,  Km{.,  and  would  have 
shown,  had  we  been  permitted,  why  he  did  not  proceed  to  take 
legal  steps  towards  the  conspirators  against  him.  But  they  ob- 
jected, and  the  evidence  was  not  admitted.  May  1  not  say, 
therefore,  with  justice,  that  their  subse(pient  course  of  comment 
and  argument  has  been  most  harsh  and  unfair  ? 

As  to  the  |>oint  that  the  plaintiff  did  not  deny  the  charge 
when  the  question  was  put  to  him  by  the  defen<lant,  I  lulniit 
that  if  the  inquiry  was  put  as  stated,  and  Mr.  Fairchild  delib 
erntely  declined  to  reply,  —  that  fact  might  raise  a  grave  doubt 
in  the  mind  of  the  interrogator,  which  would  require  decisive 
|iroof  of  innocence  to  remove. 

Now,  Col.  Vinson  declares  that  Mr.  Fairchild  hiid  already, 
the  day  before,  msule  a  clear  and  explicit  denial,  not  only  of 
the  paternity  of  the  child,  but  of  any  criminal  intercourse  with 
the  girl.     That  night  the  defendant  went  to  South   Boston,  and 
Upon  hid  return  apprised  the  plaintiff  that  a  prosecution  was  im- 
pending over  him.     He  had  had  no  sleep  ibr  two  or  tUi«A 
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I 
nights,  and  his  nerves  were  completely  unstrung.    This  tcrribV*^ 

accusation  was  staring  him  in  the  face,  and  he  believed  his  en^^ 

mies  were  moving  in  the  matter  of  his  arrest.     Wlien  the  leitc^ 

to  Uhoda  Davidson  was  shown  to  him,  he  unhesitatingly  ^\3^ 

'•  Yes,  1  wrote  it ;  but  where  was  the  first  letter  ?  "  Mr.  Adam^ 

replied  tliat  it  had  been  destroyed.     Mr.  Fairchild  immediately^^ 

exi)reased  his  deep  regret,  tor  in  that  letter  he  had  charged  it^ 

home  upon  her  as  hard  as  he  could,  and  if  produced  and  taken 

in  conne(;tion  with  this,  would  have  afforded  a  simple  and  clear 

explanation  of  the  language  in  Ihe  second. 

In  the  light  thus  reflected  on  the  missing  letter,  is  seen  the 
true  import  of  that  misinterpreted  and  much  abused  statement 
in  the  8econ<l  letter.  "  Wliat  has  been  done  cannot  be  undone." 
Most  evidently  the  plaintiff  is  speaking  of  her  conduct,  and  not 
of  his  own.  The  language,  in  its  connection,  is  restricte<i  in  its 
application  to  her  conduct,  and  hers  anly.  The  plaintiff  refers 
to  her  conduct  as  i)lainly  in  the  past  as  in  the  future,  and  with- 
out a  wonl  implying  or  hinting  at  such  a  meaning  as  has  wan- 
tonly been  tortured  into  it  And  do  not  the  circumstances  both 
warrant  and  require  the  restriction  which  the  language  itself 
imj)lies  ?  ''  What  has  been  done  cannot  be  undone."  The 
plaintifi**s  having  previously  charged  her  with  extorting  money 
from  him  by  false  pretences,  and  the  fact  that  she  was  then  the 
mother  of  an  illegitimate  child,  furnish  suflioient  scope  for  the 
plaint ifl*V  remark,  to  say  notliing  of  other  offences  for  which  she 
had  need  of  forgiveness. 

It  seems,  however,  unnecessary  to  argue  this  matter  any 
further,  since  tlie  letter  itself  has  already  been  submitted  to 
another  tribunal,  and  passed  upon  to  the  plaintifTs  complete  ex- 
culpation. But  the  learned  counsel  on  the  other  side  having, 
as  1  contend,  very  unfairly  forced  it  into  the  present  case,  as 
well  as  many  other  things  which  have  been  adjudicated  in 
another  court,  you  will  indulge  me  in  a  few  words  more  of 
comment  on  this  noted  letter,  especially  since  the  counsel  for 
the  defence  has  asserted  in  his  argument,  that  it  proves  my  cli- 
ent to  be  a  liar,  and  the  instigator  of  falsehood  in  others.  And 
how  does  he  sustain  this  grave  charge  ?  He  first  quotes  from 
the  letter  this  expression :  ^^  If  any  question  should  ever  be 
asked  respecting  the  matter,  I  shall  be  ignorant  of  the  whole 
subject,  and  so  must  you  be."  But  would  this  necessarily  be 
wrong  ?  To  be  ignorant,  says  an  able  commentator,  must  mean 
to  apj)ear  ignorant  of  it ;  and  has  not  a  man  a  right  to  appear 
ignorant  of  what  would  involve  him  in  unjust  suspicion,  and 
perhaps  utter,  but  undeserved  ruin?    The  laws  of  cooscienoe 
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do  not  bind  a  man  to  disclose  all  he  knows.     He  may  have  and 
keep  his  secrets,  if  he  docs  not  tell  a  falsehood  in  doing  it. 

Again :  the  defendant's  counsel  endeavored  to  prove  that  the 
plaintiflf  had  instructed  others  to  lie,  because  he  charg(;d  the  girl 
and  her  father  that,  if  any  one  should  guess  him,  they  were  to 
dear  him  at  once.  To  clear  him  from  what  ?  Why,  evidently 
from  being  the  father  of  the  child.  And  if  he  was  not  the 
father,  as  he  had  afHrmed  from  the  beginning,  they  would  only 
be  telling  the  trat/i  in  clearing  him.  The  idea  that  he  urges  them 
to  tell  a  falsehood,  assumes  that  he  is  the  father  of  the  child. 
To  say  that  he  required  them  to  ac((uit  him  at  the  expense  of 
truth,  is,  first  to  pronounce  him  guilty,  —  a  position  which  has 
not  even  been  assumed  in  the  present  case. 

Again :  the  defendant  says  that  when  he  put  the  inquiry  as 
to  his  guilt  or  innocence,  the  plaintiff  was  Ciilm  and  cool,  read- 
ing a  newspaper ;  that  he  declined  to  answer,  but  turning  to  his 
wife,  said,  the  carriage  had  come,  and  it  was  time  to  go. 

How  can  the  defendant,  or  any  one  else,  know  how  calm  and 
oool  he  was  ?  The  evidence  of  Dr.  Perry,  as  competent  a  judge 
as  could  bo  produced  upon  this  point,  shows,  conclusively,  that 
he  was  then  on  the  verge  of  insanity,  from  which,  within  twenty- 
four  hours  of  that  interview  with  the  defendant,  he  made  the 
fiearful  plunge  into  an  attempted  suicide.  *^  As  clear  a  case  of 
msanity,"  says  Dr.  Perry,  **  as  I  ever  witnessed."  And  this  was 
a  matter  about  which,  with  his  great  experience.  Dr.  Perry 
could  not  be  deceived. 

In  his  letter  to  the  defendant,  on  page  10  of  the  published  cor- 
respondence, the  plaintiff  gave  the  following  natural  account 
of  this  matter :  '*  You  stated  to  the  council  at  Exeter,  tliat  the 
next  morning  afler  you  had  read  to  me  the  papers  contaiuing 
the  charges,  you  asked  me,  in  the  most  solemn  manner,  to  de- 
clare to  you  my  innocence  or  guilt,  and  that  I  said  nothing. 
And  you  further  stated,  that  if  I  had  then  solemnly  afHrmed  my 
innocence,  you  would  have  ^  stood  by  me  to  the  death."  But  as 
I  did  not  thus  affirm  it,  your  impressions  were  against  me.  I 
would  here  ask  you,  in  all  kindness,  whether  you  can  justify 
yourself  in  thus  yielding  to  impression?*,  which  are  the  most  de- 
ceptive things  imaginable?  Just  look  at  my  circumstances  at 
that  time.  I  was  then  very  greatly  excited,  —  my  nerves  were 
nnstning, -^  I  had  not  been  able  to  sleep  during  two  or  three 
prec<Hiing  nights,  —  I  did  not  know  but  that  an  oIUlmt  might  ar- 
rest me  on  the  spot,  (for  I  was  then  wholly  unacrpiaintcd  with 
the  forms  of  law  in  such  cases,)  —  having  in  my  possession  no 
efidence  by  which  I  could  impeach  those  witnesses,  —  with  a 

24 
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mind  (as  events  soon  proved)  in  an  incipient  state  of  derange* 
mcnt,  and  wholly  intent  on  one  object ;  and  that  was  the  arrival 
of  t  he  carriage  to  convey  me  to  the  depot.  Such  was  my  con- 
dition when  you  say  that  you  proposed  to  me  the  question.  Can 
you  wonder  that  I  should  have  no  distinct  recollection  of  your 
asking  me  the  question,  or  of  any  thing  which  then  transpired? 
IJesidcs,  when  you  read  to  me  the  charges  on  the  preceding  day, 
in  tlie  presence  of  sevenil  witnesses,  I  had  affirmed  my  inno- 
cence in  the  most  unequivocal  manner,  and  without  any  mental 
reservation  whatever.  Had  1  been  j>erlectly  calm  and  collected 
whrn  you  projwsed  the  question  the  next  morning,  it  is  very 
pi-obable  tliat  I  should  have  *  answered  you  to  never  a  word,' 
on  the  ground  that  one  solemn  asseveration  ought  to  have  satis- 
fied yon,  and  that  to  press  the  matter  any  further  was  an  im« 
plie<l  distrust  of  my  veracity,  —  an  implication  which,  I  doubt 
not^  you  would  have  felt,  in  like  circumstances,  as  keenly  as  my- 
self." 

And  how  does  the  Rev.  defendant  reply  to  him  ?  I  submit 
the  fairness  of  this  reply  to  the  judgment  of  the  referees.  He 
says,  on  page  27,  — "  Now  what  do  you  think  my  opinion  of 
you  must  have  been,  when  I  found  you  capable  of  saying  in 
your  pamphlet  that  when  I  stated  to  you  the  fears  of  the  ref- 
erees, and  you  made  no  answer,  you  think  a  {mrallel  case  is  to 
be  found  in  tlie  conduct  of  Jesus  before  Pontius  Pilate,  who 
'an-iwered  never  a  word,  insomuch  that  the  governor  marvelled 
greatly,'  — you,  the  innocent  Jesus,  and  I  your  accuser,  prose- 
cutor, and  judge.  What  opinion  must  1  have  had  of  you,  on 
reading  tliat  pai*agraph,  knowing  all  the  facts  as  I  did  ? 

'^  But  this  was  not  worse  in  its  impression  on  me  than  the 
reasons  you  assign  for  your  silence.  You  were  filled  with  in- 
dignant resentment,  that  you  should  be  suspected  of  prevarica- 
tion !  It  was  this  which  made  you  hold  your  peace  as  Jesus  did 
before  his  impious  heathen  judge.  You  know, —  I  say  you 
know,  —  that,  at  that  moment,  you  were  not  capable  of  enter- 
taining sucli  feeling  towards  me  and  the  other  referees- 

"  But  in  the  next  sentence  you  say  that  the  reason  why  you 
did  not  speak  was,  you  had  passed  two  sleepless  nights,  —  you 
were  on  the  borders  of  derangement,  —  you  feared  an  arrest,— 
were  afraid  the  carriage  might  not  come ;  and  in  such  a  condi- 
tion of  body  and  mind,  it  is  not  strange  that  you  should  not  have 
had  strength  or  presence  of  mind  enough  to  reply  to  my  8U^ 
gestion. 

**  Now,  which  of  these  two  explanations  is  the  true  one,  —  the 
indignant  resentment,  or  tlio  prostration  of  your  power  of  atteil* 
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don  ?  for  you  know  that  the  two  states  of  mind  could  not  cocx- 
if^t.  Dill  you  deliberately  and  purposely  act  like  the  injured 
«Jesus,  and  hold  your  peace  ?  or  were  you  so  unstrung  that  you 
ooulci  not  think,  or  feel,  or  act  at  all?  If  you  say  the  lumier,  it  is 
oontraclicted  by  your  feelings  of  kindness  and  confidence  towards 
sue.  If  you  say  the  latter,  how  could  you  dare  insinuate  the 
former,  and  venture  to  use  such  a  comparison  ?  If  you  say  both, 
xio  cue  will  believe  you/' 

Why,  the  latter  is  the  true  explanation,  Ilev.  Interrogator  I 
Xt  "^^ould  almost  seem  to  require,  on  the  part  of  the  reader,  a 
^v^Iful  purpose  to  misconstrue  and  pervert  a  phiin  statement,  to 
liave  given  to  it  any  other  construction. 

It^  indeed,  the  plaintiff  had  been  ns  cool  and  self-collectftd  as 
^he  defendant  represented,  afler  his  soleuLU  and  explicit  denial  of 
t^he  charge,  the  repetition  of  the  question  by  hisfnend  the  fol- 
lowing moniing,  might  well  have  suggested  to  him  tlie  painful 
and  distressing  tliouglit  that  his  veracity  was  doubted !     Might 
lie  not  have  said  to  himself,  in  anguish  of  spirit,  ^'  if  my  friend,  in 
^his  hour  of  agony,  fails  me,  then  Heaven  h(;lp  me ;  there  is  no 
one  else  I  can  look  to,  and  nothing  is  left  but  des[)air !  "   Or  migbt 
lie  not  feel  justly  indignant  at  the  doubt  and  insult  implied  by 
"the  very  question  itseh'?     Neither  of  these  two  states  of  feeling, 
"in  such  circumstances,  would  have  been  unnatural  or  incredible. 
Sut    such   was   not   the  plaintiff's  condition.      He   was    pros- 
trate, shattered,  beaten  to  the  earth  by  the  weight  of  a  false  ac- 
cusatioD,  which  he  knew  not  then  how  to  meet,  and  his  expla- 
nation does  not  need  a  large  measure  of  charity  to  give  it  cre- 
dence. 

The  kindness  and  forbearance  with  whi<;h  the  counsel  claims 
that  this  defence  has  been  conducted  towards  the  phiintiff,  has 
liecn  exemplified  in  the  attempt  to  fasten  upon  him  tiie  author- 
ship of  the  anonymous  letters  oifered  in  evitlencc.     This  attempt 
laving  utterly  failed,  you  are  now  asked  by  the  defendant's  coun- 
eel  to  withdraw  them  from  consideration.     I  trust  that  you  will 
still  consider  them,  so  far  at  least  as  they  tend  to  throw  light  on 
the  spirit  with  which  the  plaintiff  has  been   pursued.     What 
prompted  the  defendant  to  introduce  them?     He  had  been  my 
client's  friend  for  years,  —  he  knew  his  handwriting  as  well  as 
he  did  his  own,  —  and  his  mind  and   vision  nnist   imleed  have 
been  tortured  and  twisted  by  a  jealousy  unworthy  of  him,  to 
have  suggested  for  a  moment  that  the  phiintitfwas  the  author 
of  those  letters.     But,  fortunately,  \\v  had  the  pow('r  of  control- 
ling this  testimony  of  the  expt»rts.     My  learned  friends  having 
Babmitted  those  letters  to  my  examination,  the  moment  I  exhib- 
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them  to  the  plaintiff  he  recognized  the  handwriting.  We 
wed  them  to  the  author's  son,  residing  in  this  city.  He  re- 
nizcd  them  as  his  fatlier's,  and  produced  several  from  him, 

i  handwriting  of  which  was  identical  with  these. 

My  associate  at  once  caused  a  message  to  l)e  telcgrapheil  to 

liilad(;lphia,  the  residence  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Wells,  the  author 
f  the  161161*8,  and  he  appeared  on  the  stand  before  you,  and  ac- 
nowledged  them  to  be  his  own.  And  now,  among  the  many 
providences  which  have  sustained  the  plaintiff  through  the  aliarp 
experiences  of  a  chequered  life,  may  he  not  regard  this  as  one  ? 
Suppose  he  had  not  recognized  the  writing,  or  could  not  have 
discovered  the  author,  —  the  testimony  of  Messrs  Groald  and 
Smifh,  the  expert^,  would  have  settled  the  matter,  and  the  de- 
fence would  have  succeeded  in  the  attempt  to  cast  a  last,  a  deep, 
but  unfounded  stain  on  the  plaintiff's  character. 

And  now,  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  the  case  is  in  year 
hands.     I  regret,  exceedingly,  that  my  client  has  been  subjected 
to  the  necerssity  of  seeking  my  professional  aid  at  all,  aiid  still 
more  that  I  have  been  compelled  to  render  it  in  a  state  of  health 
unfit  to  do  justice  to  his  cause.     I  can  only  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  he  has  come  to  you,  under  the  advice  of  wise  and 
counsel,  to  obtain  a  recognition  of  his  just  rights.     It  is  true  thatd^ 
your  award  in  his  favor  cannot  comj^el  the  defendant  and 
association  to  rescind  their  injurious  and  defamatory  vote ;  bu 
it  will  be  a  declarntion  of  your  opinion  that  it  was  a  needlessc 
and  a  cruel  slander,  the  moral  intiuence  of  which  must  lead 
its  rescission.   And  you  can  also  award  him  such  damages  as 
indemnify  him  for  the  expenses  which  he  has  been  compelled  t»  .M' 
incur,  in  this  Lost  effort  to  rescue  his  character  from  unmcrite* 
obloquy;  and  to  shield  himself  from  a  bitter  and  relentless 
Becution. 


t:^^- 
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CHAPTER  XXIV. 

Thb  referees  had  listened  to  this  powerful  and  con- 
rincing  argumeiit,  and  so  had  the  spectators ;  and,  how- 
ever slight  may  have  been  the  impression  made  by  it  on 
the  minds  of  the  former,  the  latter  were  deeply  im- 
pressed, and  fully  persuaded,  that  if  justice  were  done, 
Dr.  Adams  would  not  only  be  declared  guilty,  but 
mulct  in  heavy  damages.  There  seemed  to  be  but  one 
voice  as  to  the  result  among  foes  as  well  as  friends. 
Even  Mr.  McClure,  Dr.  Adams's  coadjutor  in  the  Medi- 
cal Fact  affair,  naid  to  a  friend  of  mine,  that  I  should  get 
the  case.  Dr.  Woods,  who  was  present  during  the  whole 
trial,  felt  bo  confident  of  a  favorable  issue,  that  he  wrote 
tne  a  kind  note  congratulating  me  in  advance,  and  cau- 
tioned me  against  undue  excitement,  fearing  that  the  re- 
action might  be  injurious. 

It  would  seem  that  the  referees  were  not  long  in  mak- 
ing up  their  award.  It  was  signed,  sealed,  and  deliv- 
ered to  the  clerk  of  the  court  to  be  opened  at  the  next 
November  term,  but  might  be  opened  sooner  by  agree- 
ment of  parties.  We  foiind  that  Mr.  Hubbard  was 
willing  on  his  part  to  have  it  opened;  but  the  referees 
must  first  be  paid  for  their  services.  And  it  was  agreed 
tiiat  the  expenses  should  be  equally  divided  between  Dr. 
Adams  and  myself,  and  that  the  one  against  whom  the 
decision  was  made,  should  refund  to  the  other  the 
amount  which  he  had  advanced.  On  the  14th  day  of 
August  the  seal  was  broken,  and  the  award  declared, 
which  closes  with  these  words :  "  The  quest  ion  of  the  guUt 
24* 
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or  innocence  of  the  plaintiff,  not  being  submitted  to  n 
we  have  not  considered  that  question."  When  I  ica 
this  I  exclaimed  in  utt^r  amazement,  — "  Not  consid 
the  question  of  my  guilt  or  innocence ! "  Why,  thj 
was  the  question,  and  the  only  question  which  I  ha 
submitted  to  them.  I  was  obliged  to  apply  to  certai 
friends  to  loan  me  the  money  to  meet  my  p^^tion  of  th 
expenses,  a  part  of  whicli  I  have  not  been  able  to  refon 
to  this  very  day.  But  if  I  had  seen  that  award  befoi 
paying  the  money,  I  would  never  have  paid  one  cent 
for  though  it  miglit  have  been  due  by  law,  it  was  not  du 
on  the  principles  of  equity.  I  could,  with  a  good  cor 
science,  have  taken  the  poor  debtor's  oath ;  and  I  w^oul 
have  taken  it  Those  gentlemen  never  performed  tfa 
work  for  which  I  consented  to  their  employment.  An 
neitlier  honesty  nor  equity  required  me  to  compensal 
them  for  their  services  in  examining  and  deciding  a  pa 
ticular  case  clearly  defined,  when  they  left  that  case  an 
went  ofli'  into  the  examination  and  decision  of  anothe 
They  did  the  work  of  Dr.  Adams ;  and  it  belonged|  o 
right,  to  him  to  pay  them.  That  Dr.  Adams  had  sai 
and  done  the  things  charged  upon  him  in  the  >^Tit,  thei 
could  be  no  dispute ;  and  it  was  equally  evident  thi 
they  were  said  and  done  falsely.  But  the  referees  calm) 
and  gravely  decide  that  Dr.  Adams  was  privileged  1 
say  and  do  all  those  abominable  things  which  I  hai 
specified  in  the  preceding  chapters.  Why,  this  que 
tion  they  could  have  decided  beforehand.  If  it  were 
question  of  privilege^  and  no  matter  whether  true  i 
false,  why  did  they  not  say  so  as  soon  as  they  took  the 
seats  on  the  bench,  and  not  sit  there  eight  or  ten  days,  \ 
the  expense  of  fifteen  dollars  each  per  day,  to  be  pa: 
by  me  for  deciding  a  question  which,  it  would  seer 
they  had  already  decided,  and  which  had  little  ma 
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■elevancy  to  the  case  submitted  to  them,  than  the  ques- 
tion ^Rrhether  murder  is,  under  any  circumstances,  justi- 
fiable ? 

The  public  press  cverj'where,  so  far  as  I  noticed,  dis- 
approved of  the  award.     I  will  give  a  few  extracts  from 
several   of  the   papers.     And  first,  from  the  Evening 
Transcript^  August  19. 

The  Late  Referee  Que, 

Mr.  Editor,  —  One  of  the  most  distinguished  personages  who 
have  used  a  pen  during  tlie  last  half  century,  lias  said :  "  I  con- 
sider wrath  and  partiality  as  the  cardinal  virtues  in  a  writer ; 
they  give  force  to  his  composition."  I  hope  this  maxim  is  never 
operative  in  the  case  of  referees.  And  yet  what  shall  we  say 
of  gentlemen,  who,  after  giving  a  carte  blanche  to  the  slanderers 
of  a  worthy  fellow-citizen,  provided  they  be  clergymen,  coolly 
remark,  "  The  question  of  his  guilt  or  innocence  did  not  come 
before  us  I "  Why  should  clergymen  have  an  immunity,  any 
more  than  any  other  class  of  pei*8ons,  to  injure  and  malign  a 
man  ?  Ought  they  not  to  be  preeminently  cautious  and  chari- 
table in  their  judgments  ?  The  decision  of  the  referees  in  the 
case  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild  has  awakened,  so  far  as  I  can 
learn,  but  one  sentiment  of  astonishment  and  rebuke  among  the 
liberal-minded  and  unprejudiced.  M. 

I  take  the  following  from  the  Bee^  September  12. 

Ret.  Jfeurs.  Fairchild  and  Adams, 

Few  cases  of  judicial  decision  have  been  more  unexpected 
and  taken  such  hold  on  the  public  mind  as  that  of  the  referees 
in  the  late  trial  bctwcien  the  reverend  gentlemen  whose  names 
head  this  article.  Mr.  Fairchild  has  strong  friends  and  strong 
foes,  though  the  latter  are  comparatively  few  in  number  since  the 
developments  of  the  late  trial.  But  among  them  all,  I  have 
heard  but  one  opinion  expressed  in  resi>ect  to  the  aforesaid 
decision  —  and  that  of  unfeigned  surprise. 

So  far  as  the  parties  were  concerned,  they  had,  in  the  eye  of 
the  law,  the  same  legal,  social,  and  ecelesiastieal  standing.  Mr 
Fairchild  is  a  member  of  an  Orthodox  church  in  go(Kl  and  reg- 
ular standing.  Mr.  Adams  is  no  more  so.  Mr.  Fairchild  is 
pastor  of  an  Orthodox  church,  which  was  constituted  according 
to  ecclesiastical  usage  in  such  cases,  and  the  sermon  of  orgaui 
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zation  was  preached  by  the  late  Rev.  William  M.  Rogers.  Mr 
Faircliild  wad  called  in  the  usual  way  as  pastor,  and  was  so  in* 
stalled.  The  council  was  reguhir;  it  was  respectable,  and  cod- 
tained  the  names  of  as  reputable,  popular,  and  dbtinguished 
men  as  any  found  on  the  council  that  installed  Mr.  Adams.  The 
whole  matter,  so  unfairly  brought  before  the  referees,  pertaining 
to  the  Davidson  affair,  was  well  known  to  the  council  and  dis- 
cussed by  them. 

Tlierefore  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  before  the  referee-s,  Mr. 
Fairehild  had  as  good  a  legal  and  ecclesiastical  standing  as  the 
reverend  defendant.  Mr.  Fairehild  had  been  tried  for  a  crime 
and  acquitted.  Mr.  Adams  was  now  on  trial.  The  fads 
charged  by  tlie  plaintiff  were  not  denied  by  the  defendant. 
Tlie  falseliood  on  the  record  of  the  Association,  that  Mr.  Faii^ 
child  had  been  "  charged  and  proved  guilty  "  of  high  crimes, 
was  admitted.  The  fact  that  the  defendant  had  denounced  him 
in  open  church  meeting  as  the  "  wickedest  man  in  Boston,"  was 
proved  ;  so  also  that  the  defendant  had  said  that  Mr.  Fairehild 
was  an  **  unscrupulous  man  "  —  that  he  had  "  ceased  to  discrimi- 
nate between  truth  and  falsehood,"  —  that  there  was  **  nothing 
in  the  whole  history  of  the  amours  of  the  licentious  Aaron 
Burr  worse  than  in  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Fairehild,"  —  and  thai 
on  seeing  Mr.  Fairehild  pass,  he  said  "there  goes  liell."  It 
was  not  denied  that  the  defendant  had  sent  around  for  evidence, 
not  to  base  an  opinion  upon,  but  to  sustain  himself  in  a  position 
already  assumed ;  all  this,  and  more,  was  allowed  and  proved. 

The  defence  taken  and  sustainf»d  by  the  award  is  that,  in  all 
this,  the  defendant,  acting  in  good  faith,  was  privileged. 

Can  the  award  in  the  Fairehild  case  be  Jinal  under  such  ruW 
ings  ?  In  other  words,  can  Mr.  Adams  and  a  majority  of  the 
Suffolk  South  Association  place  upon  their  records  a  false  vote 
—  hjowiiKj  it  to  he  fahe^  and  refuse  to  amend  it  in  harmony 
with  truth,  and  then  justify  the  falsehood  and  its  perpetuity  by 
the  plea  of  ^*' privilege  i  " 

The  subjoined  communication  I  cut  from  one  of  our 
daily  papers  at  the  time,  without  retaining  the  name  or 
the  date.  I  insert  it  because  of  the  source  from  which 
it  professes  to  come. 

Mr.  Editor,  —  A  few  days  since  I  was  shown  a  letter  writter 
to  a  friend  by  a  member  of  an  Orthodox  church  in  one  of  tho 
adjacent  towns,  whose  name,  if  I  were  at  liberty  to  mention  i% 
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^■oij1<1  h.'i\C'  grrat  infliienoc  with  tlic.  rcli^jfions  commiinitv.  I 
li:ive  btMTi  permitted  to  take  an  extract  from  it,  which  I  .send 
you  for  publication.  By  complyinj^  with  this  request  you  will 
greatly  oblige  me,  and  gnitiiy  a  multitude  of  your  readers. 

M.  B. 

**  The  decision  of  the  referees  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Fairchild 
lias  filled  me  and  many  others  with  surprise  and  regret.     If  the 
i^trocious  doctrines  laid  down  by  them  are  acknowledged  by  our 
X"eligiou3  bodies,  then  those  asfjociations  which  are  formed  for 
nnutual  good, — for  purposes  of  advancement  in  piety,  may  be- 
oome  engines  of  the  worst  oppression,  —  tools  for  accomplishing 
pur|K>ses  of  revenge   which  may  well  startle  the  community, 
cuid  fill  it  with  distrust  and  appreliension.     I  do  not  see  how  it 
"^nras  possible  for  ^Ir.  Choat<i,  with  all  his  art  and  cunning,  to 
oonvincc  the  referees  that  there  was  any  law  of  privilege  behind 
'^nrhich  Mr.  Adams  might  shield  himself  from  his  intolerant,  re- 
lentless, and  unchristian  course  of  conduct  towards  Mr.  Fair- 
child. 

^  The  people  here  say  that  this  result  was  brought  about,  not 

'   fcy  the  law  of  ^privihge*  but  by  the  plea  of  ^ somnambiUismJ 

Sut  one  thing  is  certain ;  if  the  referees  were  made  to  believe 

-that  "Mr.  Adams,  when  saying  and  doing  all  the  wicked  things 

proved  upon  him  in  court,  and  calculated  to  ruin  Mr.  Fairchild, 

^was  a-»leep,  and  therefore  devoid  of  malice,  the  people,  instead 

of  yielding  to  any  such  mesmerizing  influences,  will  have  it  that 

lie  was  wide  awake,  and  perfectly  conscious  of  what  he  did. 

To  require  them  to  believe  otherwise  would  be  too  great  a  tax 

on  their  credulity. 

"  I  deeply  sympathize  with  Mr.  Fairchild  in  this  new  and  un- 
expected trial,  and  I  pi*ay  God  to  support  him  under  it.  I  am 
by  no  means  sure  that  this  unrighteous  decision  may  not  ha«^ten 
the  time  when  his  innocence  will  be  made  manifest  to  all ;  for 
it  must  excite  inijuiry,  and  inquiry  must  lead  to  a  just  view  of 
his  case ;  and  a  just  view  of  his  case  will,  I  think,  convince  the 
public  that  he  is  a  most  deeply  injured  and  cruelly  persecuted 
man,  and  deserving  the  sympathy  of  every  right-thinking  and 
right-feeling  man  in  the  community." 

I  extract  the  following  from  the  Bee :  — 

I  do  not  see  why,  according  to  this  decision,  Mr.  Adams  is 
not  at  liberty  to  go  on  and  repeat  all  his  old  slanders  about  Mr. 
Fairchildy  and  as  many  new  ones  as  ho  con  invent  or  pick  up. 
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and  do  it  all  with  perfect  impunity.  He  has  only  to  plead  thai 
he  honestly  believes  what  he  says,  —  that  he  is  very  conscien- 
tious in  the  matter,  —  that  he  is  actuated  by  no  malice,  and 
that  he  has  good  and  justifiable  reasons,  —  even  the  glory  of 
G(mI  and  the  purity  of  the  church;  thus  shielding  himself  from 
all  responsibility  to  the  injured  party,  behind  the  law  of  privi- 
lege !  What  power  greater  than  this  could  the  Pope  of  Rome 
demand  or  desire  ? 

If  such  be  the  law,  let  the  people  know  it  A  great  principle 
is  involved  here.  It  is  not  Mr.  Fairchild  merely ;  but  every 
man  and  woman  in  the  community  is  interested.  For  if  a  per- 
son who  is  connected  with  any  society  or  club,  or  church  even, 
may  have  his  character  thus  stigmatized  in  his  absence,  to  be 
whispered  slyly  round  among  others,  causing  good  people  to  be 
shy  of  him,  and  to  regard  him  with  suspicion  and  distrust ;  and 
when  a  knowledge  of  the  stigma  thus  cast  upon  him  comes  to 
his  ears,  he  is  told  that  he  must  submit  to  the  disgrace  and 
suffer  tlie  injury, — that  the  false  and  libellous  record  against 
him  is,  like  the  laws  of  the  Modes  and  Persians,  unalterable,  — > 
that  there  it  must  stand  for  ever  unrescinded,  because  there  is  a 
law  of  privilege  behind  which  liis  enemies  and  calumniators 
may  shield  themselves ;  if,  I  say,  this  be  so,  then  let  the  people 
know  it,  that  they  may  govern  themselves  accordingly. 

This  is  not  all.  More  than  four  years  after  Mr.  Fairchild's 
expulsion  from  the  Association,  Mr.  Adams  and  his  associates 
deliberately  entered  upon  their  records  another  vote,  charging 
Mr.  Fairchild  with  falsehood  for  persisting  in  his  denial  of  a 
charge  of  which  he  had  been  previously  acquitted  by  the  ver- 
dict of  twelve  impartial  men !  Here  they  publish  a  minister 
of  the  gospel  who  is  in  good  standing,  and  not  a  member  of 
their  Association,  as  a  liar ;  and  they  do  so,  it  would  seem, 
wantonly  and  maliciously,  with  no  more  civil  or  ecclesiastical 
right  to  act  thus,  than  they  would  have  to  pass  such  a  vote  and 
to  record  it  against  any  man  in  the  community.  But  the 
referees  say  that  this  is  a  matter  of  privilege!  Why,  Mr. 
Editor,  suppose  a  club  of  some  dozen  or  fifteen  mechanics 
should  commit  such  an  outrage  upon  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  one  of  their  own  profession,  or  of  any  other  citizen,  —  and 
when  summoned  into  court  to  answer  for  their  conduct^  they 
should  make  no  att(;mpt  to  establish  the  truth  of  tlieir  record, 
but  set  up  the  plea  of  privihge  ?  Would  such  a  plea  avail 
them  ?  And  why  should  it  avail  clergyjfien  f  Are  not  clergy- 
men as  much  answerable  to  the  law  as  mechanics  ?  Or  suppose 
they  had  succeeded  in  keeping  their  libellous  record  firom  tho 
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knowle«lge  of  him  whom  they  h;ul  thus  inahi^in.Ml  ior  more  tlian 
two  yeai*s,  a-^  was  the  fact  in  Mr.  Fairchiid's  ewe?  Would 
they  be  able  to  shield  themselves  behind  the  statute  of  liraita- 
tion.s  ?  or  would  they  attempt  it  ?  Would  they  not  own  up,  like 
lionest  men,  who  hud  committed  an  error,  and  retract  what 
they  had  done  ?  And  wliy  should  not  clergymen  retract  their 
wrong  doing,  and  not  seek  protection  behind  the  law  of  privi* 
lege  f  But  the  referees  say  that  a  club  composed  of  clergymen 
have  this  privilege  ;  and  Mr.  Adams  saw  fit  to  use  this  plea  in 
order  to  screen  himself  from  the  just  consequences  of  uttering 
and  rcuttcring  the  vilest  and  most  shameful  slanders  that  ever 
proceeded  from  a  man's  iij)S  or  pen.  That  they  were  thus 
uttered,  Mr.  Clifford's  argument  most  clearly  proves. 

^nd  is  this  transaction  so  unchristian  and  so  base,  and  withal 
80  fully  proved,  to  be  ignored  by  the  pastors  and  churches  in 
Boston,  or  will  they  defend  it  by  pleading  the  law  of  prixnUge  ! 
!But  where  is  the  law,  human  or  divine,  which  justifies  a  Chris- 
tian minister  in  uttering  the  vilest  slanders  against  his  brother? 
Surely  it  is  not  found  in  the  gospel.     And  what  a  sad  comment 
Is  it  on  any  man's  Christianity  to  set  up  such  a  defence.     And 
'will  any  of  our  orthodox  clergymen  do  this  ?     If  so,  why  ?     Is 
mt  because  they  imagine  that  orthodoxy  will  suffer  if  they  dare 
^o    rebuke   the   wrong  doing  of  those  who   rank   themselves 
aunong  its  most  zealous  defenders  ?     The  writer  of  this  article 
Idelongs  to  the  orthodox  denomination.    But  if  orthodoxy  cannot 
"be  sustained  without  justifying  such  conduct,  it  is  not  worth 
sustaining.     And  I  question  whether  its  friends  can  do  it  a 
more   serious  injury,  than  to  attempt  to  sustain   it  on  such 
grounds. 

The  people  can  never  be  made  to  believe,  that  such  conduct 
<m  the  part  of  pastors,  is  a  matter  of  privilege ^  or  that  its  turpi- 
tude can  be  screened  behind  the  statute  of  limitations^  or  that  it 
all  originated  in  good  and  justifiable  motives,  without  any  mal- 
ice  or  iU-wilL     And  I  am  told  that  many  of  them  express  deep 
regret  and  mortification  that  any  of  their  religious  teachers,  to 
whom  they  have  been  accustomed  to  look  for  an  example  of 
open-hearted  honesty,  should  attempt  to  justify  what  every- 
body sees  to  be  a  grievous  wrong,  on  such  a  flimsy  plea.     And 
permit  me  here  to  say,  that  if  clergymen  would  retiiin  the  confi- 
dence and  respect  of  their  parishioners,  they  must  solenmly 
protest  against  all  such  i)lotting  and  scheming  to  accomplish  a 
brother's  ruin,  and  be  satisfied  with  nothing  short  of  that  repara- 
tion which  the  gospel  demands.     These  reverend  gentlemen 
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may  attempt  to  blink  the  question ;  but  it  will  avail  them  nothr 
ing.     The  facts  are  before  the  world. 

I  will  close  this  article  by  quoting  a  single  sentence,  with  a 
very  little  alteration,  from  JVIiss  Beecher's  book,  entitled  "Truth 
Stranger  than  Fiction  ** :  A  clergyman  who  is  poor  himself  and 
whose  friends  are  poor,  with  such  charges  preferred  against 
him,  "  is,  in  any  case,  in  a  very  helpless  position ;  but  the  fact 
that  ill  this  case,  these  charges  were,  from  the  outset,  under- 
stood to  be  indorsed  by  some  of  the  most  iulltiential  men  in  the 
city,  and  that  the  whole  weight  of  their  influence,  official  and 
personal,  was  thrown  into  the  scale  against  him,  ought  to  be  of 
itself  sufficient  to  account  for  the  result,"  And  may  I  not  add 
that  all  this  influence,  official  and  personal,  was  not  only  thrown 
into  the  scale  against  the  plaintiff  in  this  case,  but  in  favor  of 
of  the  defendant.     Who  then  can  wonder  at  the  result  ? 

One  more  communication  called  forth  by  the  decision 
of  the  referees,  taken  from  the  Mail,  written,  I  was  told 
at  the  time,  by  a  gentlemen  of  great  respectability,  then 
residing  in  Tewksbury :  — 

Editor  of  the  Mail,  —  I  have  watched  the  case  of  Rev.  J. 
H.  PVirchild  from  the  first  to  the  present  time.  I  have  read  the 
evidence  as  it  has  appeared  in  the  papers  of  the  day,  carefully 
and  with  interest.  1  have  followed  the  reverend  gentleman  in 
his  course,  and  have  seen  his  enemies  seeking  his  reputation  as 
the  tiger  does  tiie  blood  of  his  prey,  llis  affiietions  at  one 
time  momentarily  cost  him  his  reason  and  nearly  his  life-  His 
examinations  before  ecclesiastical  councils,  and  his  trial  and  ac- 
quittal by  an  honest  jury,  would  seem  to  be  enough  to  clear  him 
from  stain  in  the  minds  of  all,  unless  prejudice,  hate,  malice, 
and  wrath  reigned  supreme  in  the  hearts  of  those  who,  by  their 
professions,  should  receive  him  with  open  arms,  rejoicing  that 
he  was  " not  guilty''  Instead  of  this,  how  different  the  treat- 
ment he  received  from  their  hands  1  —  they  look  at  him  askance, 
as  Milton  makes  the  Devil  look  upon  our  first  parents,  revolv- 
ing in  their  minds  what  further  they  could  do  to  damn  him  in 
public  opinion,  and  stain  his  name  in  all  future  time.  The  con- 
clave in  council  meeting  determined  that  their  damning  record 
should  stand  upon  their  books,  though  no  proof  of  \Xs  truth  could 
be  produced;  they  determined  that  a  lie  should  be  handed 
down  to  posterity,  rather  than  that  they  should  have  the  appear* 
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aiKM'  of  sliowijiir  k'liitv,  inoiTv,  or  iii>(ir''  to  an  iiiiiircMl  iK-utht-r. 
Ami  wlu'ii  on  trial  i'or  libel  they  arr  only  siivr'd  iVora  being 
forced  to  do  justice  to  their  brother  by  a  technical  quibble. 

^ow,  if  ecclesiastical  bodies  have  the  privilcf^e  of  destroying 
a  man's  reputation,  and  no  law  of  the  land  can  touch  them,  I 
thick  it  is  high  time  that  the  laws  should  be  so  revised  that 
clergymen  cannot  destroy  each  other  without  being  amenable  to 
the  law.  If  clergymen  in  association  have  this  pow(T  of  prioi' 
legcy  why  may  not  other  classes  of  people  in  association  have 
the  same  power  ?  If  one  class  of  peophj  in  association  set  the 
laws  of  the  land  for  individuals  at  deliance  with  inii>unity,  I  see 
not  why  another  class  cannot  do  the  same  ?  If  a  class  of  cler- 
gymen, as  a  body,  can  publicly  slander  a  brother,  and  publish 
it  to  all  future  time  in  their  records,  why  cannot  other  peo])le 
do  the  same? 

For  instance,  I  have  an  ill-will  against  a  neighbor,  I  go  to 
another  neighbor  and  get  him  enlisted  to  the  lirst  tieighbor's 
hurt.  We  (myself  and  second  neighbor)  go  to  the  thiixl,  fourth, 
and  fifth,  and  so  on  until  there  is  an  association  of  us  to  work 
together ;  well,  we  publish  a  libel  to  our  first  neighbor's  hurt. 
He  sues  me  as  originator  of  the  libel :  I  fall  back  behind  the 
privilege  of  the  association  —  the  law  does  not  touch  me  be- 
cause of  this  privilege.  My  poor  and  hated  neighbor  is  thus 
destroyed  without  cause  and  without  blame,  and  his  name  is 
handed  down  to  posterity  with  infamy.  Jon. 

The  day  after  the  award  was  announced  in  the 
papers,  I  received  the  following  letter  from  Dr.  Woods. 

AxDOVEn,  August  15,  1831. 
Rev.  Mr.  FAmcniLD:  — 

My  dear  Brother,  —  A  great  multitude  will  be  disaj)pointi'd 
at  the  decision  of  the  referees,  as  you  are.  Wh(*n  ^Ir.  CliHonrs 
argument  comes  out  it  will  excite  serious  considenition,  and  will 
have  great  weight  with  the  public.  I  am  grieved  for  you ;  but 
you  and  your  people  will  keep  in  mind  that  the  decision  is  not 
against  you.  You  have  been  undtT  trial  before  a  court  of  jus- 
tice,  and  have  been  declared  innocent.  There  the  matter  rests, 
and  there  it  will  rest,  unless  under  a  new  trial,  new  evidence 
should  be  produced  to  prove  you  unworthy  of  your  (itlice.  Till 
that  is  done,  I  shall  regard  you  as  I  have  done,  and  iu  the  gen- 
erality of  ministers  rt^gard  you,  —  to  be  in  good  standi ng,  Tiic 
late  trial  leaves  you  in  as  good  a  condition  as  you  luid  before,  — 
MM  goodj  to  say  the  least. 

25 
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And  now,  my  brother,  I  hope  the  grace  of  Christ  will  be  with 
you.  Your  proper  course  wiU  be,  to  be  more  devoted  to  the 
great  work  of  j)romoting  the  good  of  souls,  and  tlie  glory  of 
Chrisfs  kingdom.  The  Lord  bless  your  labors,  and  bless  your 
family,  and  bl(?ss  you  with  the  spirit  of  meekness,  and  gentle- 
ness, and  humility,  and  love.  In  a  little  while  earthly  trials 
will  be  past.  Our  afflictions  are  but  for  a  moment.  Blessed 
will  be  the  rest  that  remaiueth  for  the  people  of  God. 

If  I  am  well  enougli,  as  I  hope  to  be,  I  will  preach  for  you 
Sabbath  after  next.     Affectionately  yours, 

L.  Woods. 

The  good  man  did  come  and  preach  for  me  on  that 
Sabbath,  which  fact  was  announced  in  one  of  the  papers 
next  morning  in  these  words :  "iJer.  Mr.  Fairchild  in 
ffood  standing  still.  We  understand  that  the  venerable 
Dr.  Woods,  of  Andover,  preached  for  this  gentleman 
twice  yesterday." 

The  November  Montlily  Law  Reporter  contained  a 
long  and  able  review  of  the  award  of  the  referees,  which 
I  here  insert. 

THE   RIGHT    OF   VOLUNTARY  ASSOCIATION'S    TO    CRIMINATE 

TIIEHi   OWN   3IEMBERS. 

The  decision  of  the  referees  in  the  late  clerical  lil)el  suit  of 
Fairchild  v.  A'lanis,  has  excited  a  good  deal  of  surprise.  If  it 
can  be  sustained  as  a  law,  the  reputation  of  every  member  of 
any  voluntary  association,  club,  or  society,  is  at  the  mercy  of  his 
fellows,  an<l  if  assailed  by  them  the  law  will  afford  him  neither 
protection  or  redress.  We  propose  to  consider  this  case,  as 
one  of  general  interest,  and  as  involving  principles  of  general 
ini|>ortanee. 

Suffolk  South  Association  is  a  social  circle  composed  of  a 
portion  of  the  Orthodox  Congregational  clergymen  of  Ik>3ton 
and  vicinity.  The  objects  of  the  Association,  as  laid  down  in 
the  sturidard  of  Congregationalism,  are  personal  improvement, 
the  cultivation  of  brotherly  kindness  and  mutual  assistance,  by 
counsel  and  advico,  in  discharging  ministerial  duties.  By  the 
exi)res3  policy  of  Congregationalism,  it  has  no  ecclesiastical 
power  or  authority  whatever  over  churches  or  individuals.  It 
b  nothing  else  than  a  mere  stated  meeting  of  neighboriog  cler* 
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ymen,  for  purposes  of  social  intercourse  and  ministerial  fellow- 
hip.  Its  members  of  course  can  decide  whom  thej  will  admit 
0  tlieir  meetings,  and  they  can,  to  use  the  legitimate  Orthodox 
ilirase,  "  withdraw  fellowship "  from  any  of  their  number  if 
key  choose ;  but  by  no  ecclesiastical  or  Congregational  usage 
an  they  do  more.  It  is  a  body  unknown  in  law,  and  is  pos- 
eased  of  no  greater  rights  than  a  neighborhood  prayer  meeting, 
vhich  in  fact  ii  may  be  called. 

Rev.  Joy  II.  Fairchild  became  a  member  of  this  Association 
ibout  the  year  1827,  while  settled  in  South  Boston,  and  in  1844 
iraa  still  a  member,  although  then  settled  in  Exeter,  N.  H.  In 
lulj,  1844,  Mr.  Fairchild  was  indicted  in  Boston  for  the  alleged 
crime  of  adultery.  Subsequently,  he  was  tried  before  an  ecclesi- 
istical  council  at  Exeter,  on  a  similar  charge.  The  council, 
aware  tliat  the  indictment  was  pending,  and  doubtful  of  the 
&cts,  suspended  him  from  the  ministry  ^  until  he  should  present 
a  clearer  vindication  of  himself  before  some  tribunal  more  com« 
petent  than  themselves  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses 
and  the  utterance  of  all  the  truth,"  and  then  dissolved. 

The  Association  had  at  an  early  day  taken  uj)  the  matter, 
and  at  first  Mr.  Fairchild  was  content  that  they  should  investi- 
gate it;  but  he  immediately  af\er,  expressly  and  in  writing, 
withdrew  his  consent  and  informed  them  that  he  should  submit 
his  case  not  to  them,  but  to  a  council  to  be  called.  The  Asso- 
ciation, by  its  committee,  of  which  Rev.  Neliemiah  Adams  was 
one,  api>earcd  before  the  council  as  accusers,  prosecutors,  and 
witnesses,  and  managed  the  case  against  Mr.  Fairchild.  Not- 
withstanding their  strenuous  exertions  for  an  unqualified  con- 
viction, the  result  was  as  above  stated. 

Before  the  council  met,  Mr.  Fairchild  resigned  his  office  as 
pastor  of  the  church  in  Exeter,  in  order  that  the  church  might 
be  free  from  embarrassment  About  this  time  ]VIr.  Fairchild, 
while  under  a  high  state  of  nervous  and  mental  excitement,  in 
a  fit  of  insanity,  attem[)ted  to  commit  suicide,  and  barely  escaped 
death.  The  liict  of  his  insanity  was  fully  established,  and  was 
not  controverted. 

Immediately  after  the  result  of  council,  Mr.  Fairchild  made 
preparations  to  meet  the  indictment  against  him  in  Boston, 
and  it  was  well  known  in  the  fall  of  1844,  that  he  was  to 
take  his  trial  at  an  early  day. 

In  January,  1845,  a  majority  of  Suffolk  South  Association 
passed  a  vote  and  recorded  it  on  their  minutes,  declaring :  First, 
that  the  council  at  Exeter  had  found  Mr.  Fairchild  guilty  of  the 
aimes  of  seduction  and  adultery,  and  had  deposed  him  from  the 
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ministry ;  second,  that  he  was  actually  guilty  of  those  crim* 

and  also  of  falsehood  in  denying  it ;  and,  third,  that  because  oS"  ^of 

his  guilt,  and  of  his  persisting  falsehood  in  denying  the  same m  -e, 

he  be  expelled  from  the  Association. 

In  February,  1845,  Mr.  Fairchild  came  to  Boston,  and  iim:  mm 
JVIarcli  was  tried  before  the  municipal  court,  and  after  a  lon^ 
and  laborious  investigation  of  a  week's  duration,  was  most  tri-  m  ^i- 
umphantly  acquitted.  By  the  voice  and  opinion  of  the  oldes  i===-^sl 
and  the  best  of  the  Orthodox  Congregational  clergy  and  laity*^,  '7 
of  New  England,  by  force  of  the  decision  of  the  council  con-  ^^~~^ 
nected  with  the  result  of  the  trial  in  court,  the  suspension  oF3K  •• 
Mr.  Fairchild's  chirical  functions  ceased,  and  he  was  at  oncers  ^ 
restored  to  his  ministerial  rights.  Very  soon  after  he  was  rt*g— -^J 
iilarly  installed  over  a  regular  Orthodox  Congregational  churc 
in  South  Boston. 

The  precise  nature  of  the  vote  pa«5sed  by  the  Association  i 
January,  1845,  (which,  by  the  way,  was  passed  with  the  inti 
mation  tliat,  if  Mr.  Fairchild  was  acquitted  it  should  be 
scinded,)  was  not  known  to  Mr.  Fairchild  till  1849.     As  soo: 
as  it  was  known  to  him,  it  being  deemed  a  gross  libel  by  him 
self,  by  his  friends,  and  by  the  best  legal  minds  in  the  Statc,^ 
he  sent  to  the  Association  a  request  that  it  should  be  rescinded. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Association,  in  July,  1849,  the  libellous 
vote  as  originally  passed  was  read  not  "  in  the  hearing  of  twi 
clergt/mcn  casmdly  present,  but  not  members ; "  but  in  the  hear- 
ing of  four  clergymen,  not  members,  from  different  parts  of  the 
country,  and  ]>resent  by  express  invitation  of  the  Association,  as 
well  as  in  hearing  of  others,  new  members,  who  then  heard  it  -^ 
for  the  first  time.     At  a  subsequent  meeting  in  the  same  month,  ^ 
after  discussion,  the  Association  refused,  on  a  direct  vote,  to 
rescind  the  libel. 

Rev.  ]\Ir.  Adams,  who  voted  for  the  original  resolutions,  was 
mainly  instrumental  in  preventing  their  being  rescinded,  giving 
as  a  reason,  that  Mr.  Fairchild  had  been  guilty  of  other  crimes 
and  asserting  that  in  1833,  some  sixteen  years  before,  he  had  had 
a  certain  disn>pntable  disease,  and  was  addicted  to  bad  practices. 
The  Association  acknowledged  that  their  vote,  as  originally 
passed,  did  not  correctly  state  the  most  material  facts ;  yet  they 
refused  to  rescind  the  libel,  and  left  it  standing  on  their  records. 

]Mr.  Fairchild,  having  no  other  redress,  brought  his  action 
against  Mr.  Adams,  fii-st  for  the  libel,  and  second  for  the  slander. 

The  real  question  before  the  referees  was  this:  —  Have  the 
members  of  a  ministerial  association,  which  has  no  ecclesiastical 
power  or  authority  whatever,  legisktive,  judicial,  or  diciplinaiy, 
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y^h'iU.'  ihoy  may  withdraw  loll<nv>Iii))  tVofii  ono  of  their  iiunibor, 
a  rjt^ht  to  utter  or  reconl  against  him  charge^  of  criiiK^  unless 
they  are  prepared  to  justify  them  by  jiroving  them  to  be  true  ? 
In  other  words,  have  they  a  right  to  adjudge  and  publisli  liim 
a  criminal,  unless  they  are  prepared  to  show  that  he  actually 
is  so? 

This,  the  question  in  the  case,  the  referees  seem  to  have  lost 
sight  of,  while  they  seem  to  have  been  persuaded  by  a  careful 
covering  up  of  the  naked  deformity  of  the  alfirmative  of  the 
proposition  with  the  thick  folds  of  ministerial  sanctity,  that  they 
had  to  deal  only  with  the  general  statement, — that  a  man  in  the 
exercise  of  an  actmil  dtUy  may  make  accusations,  if,  in  goodfailhj 
he  believes  them  to  be  true.  They  do  not  seem  to  have  met  the 
case.  They  put  the  position  thus :  "  That  clerical  associations 
are  by  law  privileged  to  institute  inquiries  into  the  conduct  of 
their  members,  to  pass  votes  of  exi)idsion  against  them,  and  to 
xeoord  their  proceedings,  provided  it  be  done  in  good  faith  and 
without  malice,  and  that  the  truth  of  the  allegations  need  not  bo 
proved."  Allowing  this  to  be  good  hiw,  common  justice  re- 
quires that  in  all  such  cases  an  accusation  should  be  properly 
siade,  and  the  accused  fairly  notified,  heard,  and  tried.  But  the 
defendant  claimed  more  than  the  proposition.  lie  claimed  an 
arbitrary  right  to  do  what  no  acknowledged  judicatory  has  ever 
ventured  to  do,  namely,  by  force  of  a  miire  resolution,  to  accuset 
txy,  and  condemn  of  crune,  without  notice,  without  ht'aring,  and 
behind  the  back  of  the  accused ;  and  the  result  of  the  referees 
would  seem  to  sanction  the  monstrous  assumption. 

With  regard  to  clerical  associations,  we  atiirm  that  they  have 
no  more  or  greater  privilege  to  scrutinize  the  conduct  of  mem- 
bers than  any  other ;  and  although  they  may  strike  the  name 
of  a  member  from  their  roll,  they  have  no  riglit  to  accuse  him 
of  crime,  and  publish  him  as  a  criminal,  unless  prepared  to  sus- 
tain the  truth  of  the  accusation.  A  law  association  has  a  right 
to  inquire  about  members,  to  drop  them  from  the  list,  and  to  re- 
cord its  legitimate  proceedings ;  but  we  should  be  glad  to  find 
the  lawyers  who  would  venture  to  accuse  a  member  of  a  crime, 
and  to  record  and  publish  it,  unless  it  were  actually  true.  All 
associations  are  privileged  to  maintain  their  own  rights,  but  they 
must  not  trench  on  the  rights  of  others.  They  may  defend  their 
own  grounds,  but  they  must  not  trespass  on  another's.  They 
may  thrust  out  of  their  house  an  abnoxious  visitor,  but  they 
must  not  maltreat  him ;  they  may  decide  that  he  shall  not  enter, 
bot  they  must  not  send  out  rui!)ans  to  waylay  and  kill  him,  nor 
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must  they  post  him  as  a  thief  and  a  robber,  unless  thej  are  pre 
pared  to  answer  for  the  injury. 

In  liofn'nson  v.  Jennyn^  (1  Price,  11,)  where,  although  olBcial 
notido  of  the  exclusion  of  one  from  a  club  was  lield  privileged, 
it  wiis  distinctly  on  the  ground  that  no  imputations  were  nmde 
on  his  moral  character. 

That  clerical  associations  have  no  ecclesiastical  authority,  and 
are  in  no  sense  tribunals,  is  well  settled  in  Congregational  history ; 
and  although  some  of  the  clergy  have  at  various  times  attempted 
to  accjuire  such  power,  it  has  invariably,  and  most  emphatically 
been  refused  to  them.  The  idea  of  auihority  of  any  kind  in  as- 
sociations, is  totally  opposed  to  the  Congregational  polity  as  dan- 
gerous to  tlie  riglits  of  churches  and  individual  Christians.  Sec 
liatio  I)isciplin;v,  Punchard  on  Congregationalism,  etc.  The  ref- 
erees assert  and  rely  upon  the  general  proposition,  **  That  a 
person  acting  in  discharge  of  a  rfw/y,  and  in  good  faitJi^  is 
privileged  in  making  accusations  without  being  held  to  prove 
their  trutli,  if  made  on  proper  occasions.**  This  proposition  may 
be  correct ;  but  it  does  not  meet  this  case.  Here  was  no  duty, 
and  no  proper  occasion;  —  no  duty,  because  it  was  not  within 
the  scope  of  the  objects  of  the  Association ;  no  proper  occasion, 
because  they  had  no  jurisdiction,  and  were  not  a  competent  tri- 
buniil.  It  is  a  well-settled  principle  of  law,  that  an  accusation, 
to  be  privileged,  must  be  made  to  a  tribunal  competent  to  re- 
ceive and  try  the  case.  Remington  v.  Congdotiy  (2  Pick.  315, 
Perkins's  Notes). 

Biagg  v.  SfHrf,  (10  Ad.  &  Ell.  N.  S.  889)  ;  Hancood  v. 
Green,  (3  C.  &c  P.  141).  But  then  it  must  be  in  discharge  of  a 
duty,  and  not  volunteered :  Pattison  v.  Jones,  (8  B.  &  C.  578 ;) 
Fountain  v.  Boodle,  (3  Ad.  &  Ell.  N.  S.  5)  ;  Toogood  v.  Spyr* 
ing,  (4  Tyr.  595).  And  there  must  be  no  excess  beyond  what 
is  called  for  by  the  exigencies  of  the  case,  while  the  language 
must  be  limited  to  the  necessities  of  the  occasion.  Robertson  v. 
McDovgal  (4  Bing.  G70)  ;  Tiison  v.  Evans,  4  P.  &  D.  396 ; 
Cook  on  Defamation,  (p.  35). 

A  voluntary  association  is  a  mere  assemblage  of  individuals, 
and  they  may  not  do  collectively,  so  far  as  character  is  con- 
cerned, what  they  must  not  do  individually.  The  individual 
may  say  that  he  will  not  associate  with  A.  B.,  but  he  must  not 
say  "  because  A,  B.  is  a  thief,'*  unless  at  his  peril.  So  the  assem- 
blage may  refuse  to  associate  with  A.  B.  but  if  they  say,  "  be- 
cause he  is  a  thief,"  they  must  abide  the  consequences.  The 
moral  duty  which  would  require  the  first,  would  not  require  the 
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last,  even  if  it  were  true.  It  might  be  a  proper  occasion  to  cut 
Iiis  acquaintance,  but  not  to  charge  Iiiin  with  a  crime.  But  of 
this  matter  of  duty  we  shall  have  more  to  say  by  and  by.  Can 
A.  B.  and  C.  because  they  chose  to  call  themselves  an  associa- 
tion, and  have  the  power  of  expulsion,  with  impunity  vote  D.  a 
thief,  and  publish  the  fact?  If  so,  the  world  ought  to  know  it. 
But  courts  have  thought  differently.  In  Lewis  v.  Few^  (5 
Johns.  R.  36,)  the  court  say,  ^  If  one  hundred  or  a  thousand 
men  a:«sembled,  undertake  to  charge  a  man  with  specific  crimes, 
there  is  no  reason  why  it  should  be  less  criminal  than  if  each 
one  should  do  it  individually,  at  dificrcnt  times  and  places." 

The  referees  further  say,  "  That  in  this  Commonwealth  all 
denominations  of  Christians  are  privileged  to  maintain  the  dis- 
cipline of  their  resjKictive  churches,  according  to  their  various 
usages,  including  the  making  complaints  and  accusations,  the 
production  and  discussion  of  evidence  and  the  recording  of  their 
proceedings."  Now  nobody  denies  this ;  but  what  has  it  to  do 
with  this  case?  Ministerial  associations  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  discipline  of  churches,  any  more  than  Sabbath  schools, 
Bible  societies,  or  sewing  circles.  By  the  very  nature  of  the 
caee  and  the  constitution  and  first  {)rineiplcs  of  Congregational- 
ism, they  have  no  more  to  do  with  cluirch-discipline  than  a 
law  club  with  trials  in  court.  They  have  not  even  advisory 
power;  and  there  is  not  the  association  in  the  State  which 
would  venture  to  meddle  with  the  alTairs  of  any  church,  or  even 
to  counsel  it  how  to  act,  unless  requested  to  do  so.  Churcihes 
alone  have  disciplinary  jK)wer.  They  alone  are  the  judicatories 
that  can  hear  accusations  and  try  offences.  The  authority  of 
councils,  even,  is  derived  wholly  from  the  churches.  Associa- 
tions have  nothing  to  do  with  accusations.  They  have  no  more 
rights,  powers,  or  privileges,  so  far  as  the  church  and  church- 
discipline  are  concerned,  than  a  dinner  party  of  deacons. 

But  what  does  this  proposition  of  the  referees  signify  ?  First 
Tfie  snaking  of  complaints^  supposes  that  it  is  done  in  due  form 
and  tor  the  purpose  of  a  trial.  Second.  The  production  and 
discussion  of  evidence,  supposes  a  hcjaring  of  the  whole  case, 
pro  and  con,  by  a  competent  tribunal,  after  due  notice  and  in  a 
proper  way.  And  third.  The  recording  of  proceedings  supposes 
the  entering  up  of  judgment  by  an  acknowledged  authority.  In 
this  case,  ahis !  none  of  these  requisites  are  found,  no  compe- 
tent tribunal,  no  complaint,  no  trial.  Fii*st.  A  resolution  is 
offered,  passed,  and  published,  at  a  social  gathering  of  clergy 
men,  affirming  that  a  ministerial  brother  had  been  guilty  of 
gross  crimes,  when  the  fact  is  yet  to  be  proved.    And  this  is 
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done  without  notice  to  the  party,  and  in  his  absence.  Second. 
Ai\er  the  fact  is  disproved  so  far  as  it  can  be  done  before  a 
human  tribunal,  tlie  clerical  social  circle  reaffirm  the  charge  bj 
another  resolution,  and  at  the  same  time  accuse  the  absent 
brother  of  other  crimes,  and  that  without  knowing  if  the  charge 
be  true.  If  the  association  had  ever  so  mudi  authority,  and  had 
been  ever  so  competent  a  tribunal  to  discipline  and  try,  they 
liad  no  right  to  proceed  in  that  manner.  The  inquisition,  in  iti 
palmiest  days,  hardly  did  worse,  and  ostensibly  did  better. 

But  as  to  the  matter  of  duty,  A  church  is  an  acknowledged 
tribunal  of  competent  jurisdiction,  in  the  Congregational  order, 
and  it  is  the  duty  of  a  church  to  maintain  its  discipline,  to  keep 
watch  and  ward  over  the  conduct  and  character  of  its  members, 
to  try  and  punish,  and,  if  need  be,  to  expel  offenders.  So  it  is 
the  duty  of  a  Presbytery,  or  a  synod  in  the  Presbyterian  order. 
This  is  their  legitimate  business.  It  is  a  necessary  concomitant 
and  object  of  their  existence,  and  they  are  bound  in  duty  to  act 
accordingly.  But  it  is  no  duty  of  a  ministerial  association  to 
try  moral  delinquents  or  to  expel  them.  It  is  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  the  members  of  such  associations,  as  such,  to  watch 
their  bretliren.  That  they  must  do  as  individual  Christians; 
and  if  a  brother  offend,  they  must  complain  to  the  proper  au- 
thorities ;  but  as  members  of  the  association,  they  liave  no  more 
duty  to  do  in  that  respect^  than  they  would  as  members  of  a 
clerical  book  club,  if  they  were  so.  The  power  of  expulsion  is 
equally  incident  to  the  one  as  to  the  other.  But  expulsion  is  no 
duty,  and  the  general  practice  has  been  in  associations  not  to 
expel,  but  mei'cly  to  drop  tlie  name  of  an  obnoxious  brother. 
The  legitimate  and  usual  i)hrase  is, "  icitlulraw  feUowship,** 

There  is  another  feature  in  tliis  case  which  ought  not  to  be 
overlooked.  The  association  declared  jMr.  Fairchild  deposed 
from  the  ministry.  Now  clerical  associations  are  necessarily 
composed  of  ministers.  None  others  can  be  members.  The 
man  who  ceases  to  be  a  minister,  ipso  factOj  ceases  to  be  a 
member,  as  much  as  a  man  who  marries  ceases  to  belong  to  the 
society  of  bachelors.  A  minister  de|)osed  is  no  minister ;  an 
oiHcer  cashiered  is  no  officer,  and  the  latter  might  continue  a 
member  of  the  regimental  staff  with  as  much  reason  as  the 
former,  of  a  ministerial  association.  If  Mr.  Fairchild  was  de- 
posed, and  no  minister,  then  he  was  no  member,  and  the  asso- 
ciation hiul  nothing  more  to  do  with  him.  W  they  verily  thought 
he  was  deposed,  it  would  be  the  same  as  to  their  iiction.  If  he 
was  not  deposed,  then  their  record  was  a  mistake,  and  if  they 
knew  it,  a  wilful  mistake,  which  would  destroy  their  privilege 
at  once,  if  they  had  any. 
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A  few  words  as  to  the  proper  efToct  of  the  acquittal  in  the 
municipal  court,  and  we  have  done.     So  far  as  a  man's  civil 
Bnd  legal  rights  are  concerned,  a  verdict  of  a(;quittal  of  crinie, 
on    the  merits,  is  conclusive  on  everybody,  and  whoever  after- 
wards accuses  him  of  the  crime  must  be  prepared  to  prove  it 
true  or  suifer  the  consequences.     Although  I  may  believe  a  man 
guilty  who  has  been  fairly  and  honorably  acquitted,  I  must  not 
■ay  so.     Although  I  know  him  to  be  guilty,  I  must  not  accuse 
liim  unless  I  can  substantiate  it.    The  referees  say,  that,  *'  While 
a  verdict  of  acquittal  is  entitled  to  great  weight,  and  ought  to  be 
regarded  as  priind  facie  evidence  of  innocence,  yet  such  an  as- 
sociation is  not  lx>und  to  regard  it  as  conclusive."     But  the  same 
thing  is  true  of  anybody.     Take  any  man  in  the  community  — 
the  fact  that  he  has  never  been  suspected,  i^,  in  the  same  way, 
onlj  prima  facie  evidence  of  his  innocence,  and  no  association  is 
bound  to  regard  it  conclusive.     This  is  the  every-day  history  of 
everybody,  and  any  man  who  is  proposed  to,  or  dismissed  from, 
a  society,  is  liable  to  have  his  chanicter  scrutinized,  whatever 
may  be  his  reputed  standing.     The  acquitted  man  stands,  then, 
in  the  same  position,  so  far  as  his  rights  are  concerned,  as  the 
man  who  has  never  been  accused.     The  verdict  is  entitled  to 
more  than  f/reat  weiyht.      It  is  conclusive  until  disproved,  so 
far  as  all  open  charges  of  crime  are  concerned,  in  the  same 
manner  as  a  life-long  good  character  and  rej)Utation  are  conchi- 
sive.     Mr.  Fairchild,  then,  after  his  acquittal,  stood,  so  far  as  his 
rights  were  concerned,  precisely  as  if  lie  had  never  been  accused, 
and  the  association  had  no  more  right  to  adjudge  him  a  criminal, 
unless  they  could  prove  it  true,  than  they  had  any  other  mem- 
ber of  the  association. 

In  the  case  o^  Fawcett  v.  Charles,  (13  Wend.  473,)  where  a 
physician  was  suspended  or  expelled  from  a  county  medical 
society,  "  for  having  become  a  member  by  false  pretensions,*'  the 
court  say  that  the  society  has  the  power  to  remove  a  member 
for  a  crime  ;  but  not  without  a  previous  conviction,  the  dilliculty 
being  the  possibility  of  a  difference  of  determinations  in  the  two 
jurisdictions,  as  a  member  may  be  removed  on  some  fact  on 
which  he  may  afterwards  be  acquitted  on  a  trial  by  jury,  and 
the  acquittal  would  stamj),  by  the  highest  authority,  the  injustice 
of  tlie  removal,  and  seem  to  require  a  restoration. 

The  rule  of  law  is,  that  a  man  is  to  be  presumed  innocent 
tili  he  Improved  guihy ;  and  whoever  accuses  him  of  guilt  must 
pay  the  penalty,  unless  he  can  prove  the  truth  of  the  charge,  or 
unless  he  accuse  him  in  the  discharge  of  an  actual  duty,  in  good 
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failh  believing  him  guilty,  nnd  before  a  tribunal  coiii|ietent  tg 
exikjiunu  unil  puss  upon  the  matter. 

We  cannot  think  tlie  dL-cision  of  the  referees  in  this  case  to 
be  citlicT  law  or  equity,  and  we  hardly  think  tliat  eiliicr  the 
profession  or  the  public  will  feel  iatisHed  with  the  result.  We 
venerate  tlie  law  ht'caut-c  it  protects  our  reputations  and  our 
rights.  When  it  ccasts  to  alTord  us  protection,  what  will  bo  the 
result  ? 


CHAPTER  XXV. 

Os  Saturday  inortiing,  August  30,  Mr.  Cliflbrd's 
argument  was  {tublittlied  in  the  Boston  Courier.  As 
Dr.  Woods  prptJicted,  it  had  great  weight  with  the  pub- 
lic, and  opeiif'd  fliu  eyes  of  many  to  the  enormity  of  the 
wrong  which  had  been  done  me.  Mr.  Sargent,  the  then 
editor  of  the  lYauscripl,  wrote  and  published  the  follow- 
ing remarks  upon  it,  September  5. 


We  liave  rend  with  some  attention  the  long  report  which  a[^ 
peared  in  the  Courier  of  Siitiirdiiy  Ia>t,  of  Mr.  Clifford's  argu- 
ment, with  the  !icvoni]>aiiyin^  documents  in  behalf  of  Sir.  Fait- 
child,  deliven^d  htlore  the  referees  in  the  case  of  the  Rer.  J. 
11.  Fairehild  ngainfit  the  Itev.  N.  Adama.  We  think  that  no 
unbiassed  person  can  read  this  report  without  having  his  syiO' 
pathies  warmly  enlisted  iu  behalf  of  the  plaintiff.  Mr.  Fairehild, 
it  will  be  remembered,  was  some  years  since  accuxed  of  a  crim- 
inal ofI(.'nce.  He  denied  the  chai^.  He  was  solicittxl  by  bis 
clerical  brethren  to  confess  the  matter,  if  lie  was  guilty,  and 
submit  to  the  di^^ipline  of  the  church.  He  rejected  the  propo- 
Bitinn,  }>c'rsisted  in  his  <lenial,  was  tried  by  a  jury  of  his  fellow- 
citizens,  and  pronounced  innocent. 

Here  was  lui  exculpation,  in  whicli  all  good  citizens — all 
who  reverenced  the  law  —  should  have  acquiesced,  wfaatorer 
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their  nn.'re  sftsftiriufts  in  rcixard  to  \ho  accn.-rd   j):ii*ty  may  luive 
L»i'en.      Jiut  what  i.s  the  course  ot'tlio  Sullnlk  Soiitli  Assoi.iatioii, 
^%\-ith    the  Kev.  Mr.  Aihims  at  tlieir  head?     Thc;y  turn  round 
upon  Mr.  Faircliild,  and  "  deliberately  aecuse  liiiii  of  i'alsehood, 
in  persisting  iu  his  denial  of  a  charf;:e,  of  which  he  has  already 
'been  acquitted  by  the  venlict  of  twelve  im[)artial  and  unpreju- 
diced  men!"     And  this  is  done  wantoidy  and  superfluously, 
^vitliout  provocation  from  the  plaintiff.     The  defamatory  state- 
ment thus  placed  on  record  on  their  books,  whatever  referees 
may  say  to  the  contrary,  must  be  regarded  by  practical  people 
as  Hbcdlous. 

To  the  written  libel  there  wjis  superadded  verbal  slander  of 
too  gross  a  nature  to  soil  our  columns  by  the  repetition.  At  the 
late  examination,  not  a  ])articlc  of  proof  was  pnMluced  to  sub- 
stantiate or  justify  it.  Nothing  to  invalidate  the  verdict  of  the 
jury,  in  the  plaintiff's  favor,  —  nothing  to  uphold  the  miserable 
Sjioken  shuider,  —  was  brought  forwani.  The  jdaintiff's  char- 
acter had  been  maligned  in  the  most  injurious  manner  —  for  his 
own  Mike  —  for  the  sake  of  his  family,  his  children,  and  friends 
—  friends  who  had  stood  by  him  thn)ugh  g<K>d  report  and 
through  evil  rejmrt  —  he  was  imperatively  called  upon  to  vin- 
dicate that  ehanicter  from  the  lu^persions  that  had  b(;en  cast 
upon  it  anew.  Temperately,  and  without  vindictiveness,  ho 
seeks  redress.  Whatever  the  expense  —  tliough  it  beggar  him 
—he  will  seek  it ;  and  finally  the  case  is  bn>ught  before  referees, 
and  the  best  counsel  is  enHsted  in  his  behalf. 

And  what  is  the  conclusion  at  which  these  Ejentlemen  arrive  / 
One  which  they  could  have  decided,  and  ought  to  have  decided; 
before  they  begun !  Without  passing  upon  the  (piestion  of 
the  truth  or  falsehood  of  the  libel  and  slanih'r,  gross  and  palpa- 
ble as  thoy  were,  —  without  even  denying  the  libellous  and  slan- 
derous attributes, —  they  dismiss  the  ca!?e,  after  a  costly  trial,  on 
the  plea  of  privilege.  The  clerical  association,  even  sui>]K>sing 
tbey  had  libelled  and  slanden^d  Mr.  Faircliild,  had  an  immunity 
so  to  do !  Surely  the  referees  could  have  decided  thus  much 
before  the  first  hearing.  The  plea  on  which  the  defendant's 
counsel  mainly  relied  was  that  of  "privilege."  The  plea  of 
•* privilege  "  was  admitted.  But  a  people  with  whom  such  a 
plea  could  avail  to  grant  such  license  to  any  body  of  men  in 
torturing  —  not  the  limbs,  but  what  is  worse,  tlie  reputation  of  a 
man  —  such  a  people  would  be  but  going  a  step  further  in 
sanctioning  the  establishment  of  the  Incpiisition. 

In  January,  1852,  I  delivered  an  address  in  Tremont 
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Temple,  entitled  The  New  Doctrine  of  Clerical  Priv- 
ilege. It  excited  considerable  interest  at  tlie  time,  and 
was  soon  published.  The  edition  of  three  thousand 
was  speedily  exhausted.  Many  and  favorable  notices 
of  it  were  taken  by  the  press.  I  must  be  jjermitted  to 
quote  a  few.  And  first  from  the  Boston  Ilera/d,  This 
paper  was,  for  a  long  time,  the  only  one  in  Boston  that 
was  accustomed  to  utter  bitter  things  against  me.  And 
the  following  notice,  by  the  editor,  of  my  address  will 
show  the  reader  the  great  change  in  his  feelings,  and 
which  has  continued  to  this  day. 

MR.   FAIRCniLD    ON    CLERICAL    PRIVILEGES. 

Feeling  some  curiosity  to  hear  Rev.  Joy  II.  Fairchild's  cx}K>- 
sition  of  "  the  new  doctrine  of  clerical  privileges/*  and  beiog 
desirous  of  presenting  this  doctrine  to  our  readers,  we  went  to 
Tremont  Temple  last  evening,  to  hear  the  reverend  gentleman's 
discourse. 

Mr.  Faircliild  gave  us  a  better  style  of  address  than  we  are 
accustomed  to  hear,  —  and  a  far  better  one  than  we  expected 
from  him.  It  was  earnest,  though  calm.  It  came  evidently 
from  the  deep  recesses  of  the  heart.  Tiie  strongest  feelings  of 
his  soul  were  stirred  when  he  peimed  it,  and  yet  it  was  not  vehe- 
ment in  style  or  delivery.  It  was  a  manly  review  of  his  pecu- 
liar position,  and  so  clearly  and  forcibly  did  he  narrate  the  his- 
tory of  his  past  life,  particularly  that  part  of  it  where  the  deep 
waters  compassed  him  about,  he  carried  the  sympathies  of  liis 
audience  with  him. 

The  effect  of  the  lecture  cannot  but  be  favorable  to  his  cause, 
and  will  do  much  towards  reinstating  him  to  that  position  in  the 
confidence  and  affections  of  his  fellow  men,  from  which,  we  now 
think,  he  ought  never  to  have  been  removed. 

After  a  neat  introduction,  apologizing  for,  and  vindicating  the 
act  of  calling  his  fellow-citizens  together,  he  entered  into  a  can- 
did discussion  of  the  principle  involved  in  his  case,  as  respccU 
the  decision  of  the  referees.  He  based  his  address  on  the  fol- 
lowing pro[>osition  —  a  great  principle  as  im{)ortant  to  the  pub- 
lic as  to  himself —  of  which  he  was  on  that  occasion  the  defend- 
er, perhaps  he  might  say  the  representative :  — 

^  No  man  or  class  of  men,  either  singly  or  coUectiyelyy  ohall 
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Stter  a  known  acknowledged  slander  against  his  neighbor,  by 
tongue  or  pen,  and  be  shielded  behind  the  law  of  privilege." 

We  do  not  propose  to  sketch  his  address  now.  It  was  a  re- 
view of  important  transactions  and  decisions  bearing  upon  him. 
He  trounced  brother  Adams  soundly ;  —  and  surely,  if  there  is 
any  truth  in  Mr.  Fairchild's  statements,  Adams  deserved  it,  and 
more  than  that,  he  deserves  the  contempt  and  scorn  of  a  people 
who  love  honor,  justice,  and  manly  dealing. 

The  next  notice  is  from  the  Evening  Transcript^ 
March  9, 1852  :  — 

REV.   BIR.  FAIRCHILD's   ADDRESS. 

We  should  not  care  to  be  the  particular  subject  of  this  Ad- 
dress, if  half  of  it  is  true  ;  and  we  know  of  no  reason  for  doubt- 
ing the  correctness  of  any  part  of  it,  except  that  the  conduct 
which  it  exposes  is  so  extraordinary  and  disreputable.  If  the 
statements  of  Mr.  Fairchild  can  be  refuted,  they  certainly  should 
be,  for  the  credit  of  humanity,  as  well  as  the  clergy  in  general, 
and  Dr.  Adams  in  particular.  Such  cases  must  not  go  by 
default,  if  defence  is  possible.  The  defence,  if  attempted, 
should  be  real  and  complete,  without  trick  or  shuflling.  It  will 
not  do  to  raise  a  dust  about  smaller  matters,  to  conceal  the 
greater.  The  toughest  and  most  stubborn  of  the  alleged  facts 
must  be  grappled  with  manfully,  or  the  whole  let  alone.  The 
address  of  Mr.  Fairchild  is  no  squib  ;  for  its  shot  are  too  heavy, 
too  precisely  aimed  and  too  surely  driven  to  be  trifled  with. 
Neither  is  it  any  single  fact,  however  forcible,  that  is  relied  on, 
but  a  full  battery.  Will  it  be  silenced  ?  Can  it  be  ?  We  give 
no  opinion,  nor  need  we  give  one.  The  public  cannot  help 
making  up  their  minds  for  themselves.  One  thing  is  certain, — 
cither  Mr.  Fairchild  is  vastly  impudent,  or  vastly  abused.  If 
his  story  is  true,  he  has  done  right  to  tell  it,  and  would  have 
been  grossly  deficient  in  self-respect  not  to  have  told  it.  It  is 
certainly  a  very  fearless  statement,  and  looks  very  much  like 
an  honest  one.  Its  facts  seem  any  thing  but  rickety^  and  its  argu- 
ment has  in  it  a  force  and  earnestness  which  indicates  a  clear 
eight  and  a  deep  conviction  of  the  reality  and  importance  of  what 
he  is  saying.  If  he  is  tampering  with  the  public,  he  has  chosen 
the  wrong  community  to  trifle  with.  We  trust  he  will  be  heard. 
If  he  is  dealing  fairly  and  honestly  with  tlie  public  in  his  ad- 
dress, and  if  matters  really  stand  as  he  has  put  them,  his  chief 
opponent  is  placed  in  no  enviable  light,  ilovvever  sound  his 
religioos  theory  may  be  esteemed,  his  moral  practice  in  rcla* 
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tion  to  Mr.  Faircbild  must  be  looked  upon  as  rotten  by  eve 
candid  man.     We  might  well  pity  the  condition  of  th^  heatlie 
who  should  be  converted  from  the  religion  of  Seneca,  Socrale? 
Confucius,  or  Logan,  to  a  morality  so  deplorably  destitute  oi 
justice  and  humanity. 

We  quote  one  of  the  concluding  paragra]>hs  of  the  Address 
as  follows :  — 

"  B<.'ar  in  mind,  fellow-citizens,  that  mine  is  a  double  cLiim. 
if,  indeed,  any  thing  can  add  force  to  the  simplest  obligation  ot" 
justice.  1  came  hitiier  in  no  common  way  to  obtain  it,  and  t 
secure;  its  permanent  benefit.  When  accused  in  this  State, 
was  a  free  citizen  of  New  Hampshire,  and  under  the  protectio; 
of  her  unsurn^ndered  and  inviolable  sovereignty.  No  powo 
of  civil  government  on  this  continent  was  strong  enough  to  com 
pel  me  into  your  jurisdiction.  Yet,  in  this  i)erfect  immunitj 
from  arrest,  I  ciime  voluntarily  to  this  Commonwealth  and  t 
your  honored  city,  for  the  express  and  declared  purpose  of  vin 
dicating  my  chamcter  under  the  most  rigorous  scrutiny  of  you 
keenest  eyes.  And  think  you,  men  of  Massachusetts,  —  think 
you,  citizens  of  Boston,  that  I  surrendered  myself  a^i  a  graluit^^ 
or  that  your  court  regarded  me  as  such?  But  the  question  an- 
swers itself.  It  tells  you  with  an  emphasis  not  to  be  misunder- 
st<x)d,  that  I  came  hither  for  a  substantial  benefit,  —  a  reliable 
good,  which  no  clerical  club  should  have  power  to  take  from 
me.  1  was  accused  in  your  court,  and  I  came  to  rescue  my  char^ 
acter  where  it  was  accused,  and  to  receive  the  permanent  benefit 
of  a  just  and  final  verdict,  —  a  verdict  not  to  be  contradicted  by 
a  knot  of  clor<rvmen  in  conclave,  to  have  their  contradiction 
authorized  by  the  same  i)ower  whose  final  w^ill  declared  me 
iimoiMMit.  Surely  I  could  dream  of  no  such  solecism  in  law  any- 
where, and  least  of  all,  in  a  State  whose  jurisprudence  has  so 
long  been  the  bulwark  of  the  rights  of  man." 

Tilt;  Boston  Post,  of  March  10th,  contains  the  follow- 
ing notice :  — 

REV.   MR.   FAIRCHILD's   ADDRESS. 

This  is  a  readable  pamj>hlet,  and  we  hope  many  will  read  it 
and  judge  for  themselves.  Its  narrative  is  plain  and  its  reason- 
ing forcil)le.  If  its  facts  are  lacts,  and  too  many  of  them  cer- 
tainly are,  tlie  hardships  of  the  author  of  the  address  cannot 
but  tiike  hold  of  the  sympathies  of  a  fair-minded  community. 
The  treatment  of  Mr.  Fairchild  by  his  wily  antagonisty  as  set 
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finih  in  the  address,  no  man  can  justify  who  would  not  vindicate 
the  fire^  of  Smithfield.  jVInny  things  have  been  done  in  God's 
name,  of  which  the  devil  might  well  be  ashamed.  The  motto 
of  the  address  is,  "Let  him  tliat  readeth  undcrstandJ^  We  only 
add,  let  him  that  would  understand  read. 

I  will  quote  only  one  more  notice,  which,  considering 
the  source  whence  it  came,  and  its  intrinsic  merits,  is 
well  worthy  of  a  permanent  record.  I  refer  to  the 
SwesliffcUorj  of  March  17th,  a  paper  which  will  not  be 
even  suspected  of  any  partiality  to  the  clergy. 

"the  new  doctrine  op  clerical  privilege." 

Thb  IS  the  title  of  an  address  delivered  in  Tremont  Temple, 
on  the  2Gth  and  27th  of  January  last,  by  the  Rev.  J.  H.  Fair- 
ohild,  pastor  of  Paysou  Church,  South  Boston. 

Some  of  our  readers  will  remember  Mr.  Fairchild.  A  few 
years  ago  he  was  cliarged  with  the  commission  of  a  peculiar 
crime,  for  which  he  was  tried,  first,  by  an  ecclesiastical  council, 
and  by  that  body  condemned.  Afler  this,  at  his  own  urgent 
requetst,  he  was  tried  in  a  civil  court  of  this  city,  and  honorably 
acquitted.  There  the  matter  should  have  rested.  Having  been 
declared  innocent  by  this  high  authority,  an  opportunity  Bhould 
have  been  given  him  to  regain  his  former  position. 

The  ecclesiastical  council,  however,  were  not  at  all  satisfied 
with  tlie  verdict  of  the  jury  in  his  fiivor,  probably  because  it 
nullified  t^teir  verdict,  and  placed  the  decision  of  common  men 
above  that  of  the  men  of  the  pulpit.  At  all  events,  the  council 
treated  Mr.  Fairchild  as  if  he  were  really  the  guilty  man  they 
charged  him  with  being,  and  used  their  utmost  efforts,  one  way 
and  another,  to  crush  him  entirely,  and  keep  him  forever  in  a 
degraded,  helpless,  and  hopeless  condition.  This  ''  holy  war- 
fare" against  him  was  carried  on  with  such  bitterness  and 
malignity,  that  at  last  he  brought  an  action  against  his  principal 
persecutors  for  libel.  Most  unfortunately  for  Mr.  Fairchild,  as 
well  as  for  the  ouise  of  justice,  the  case,  instead  of  being  put 
into  the  hands  of  a  jury,  was  given  to  referees,  —  and  he  was 
again  defeated. 

On  this  last  trial,  was  excm])lified  "  the  new  doctrine  of  cleri- 
cal privilege"  on  the  part  of  his  enemies,  —  namely,  the  privi- 
lege of  saying  what  they  pleased  against  him,  notwithstanding 
his  acquittal  by  a  jury !     These  clerical  gentlemen,  placin|^ 
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themselves  above  the  civil  law,  claimed  the  right  to  treat  a  man 
as  guilty  whom  a  jury  of  his  countiymcn  had  declared  inno- 
cent, —  and  upon  this  monstrous  assumption,  they  succeeded  in 
depriving  him  of  all  legal  redress !  ProtestanU  are  very  fond 
of  clamoring  against  Catholics  for  the  disposition  manifested  by 
their  church  to  override  the  civil  power;  but  in  the  present 
case,  Protestants  have  exhibited  precisely  the  same  irresponsi- 
ble, lawless,  tyrannical  disposition.  An  American  jury  acquit- 
ted Mr.  Fairchild.  A  few  bigoted  orthodox  ministers,  self- 
elevated  above  the  jury  and  the  law,  claim  the  privilege  of  set- 
ting aside  or  superseding  the  verdict  of  the  court,  —  thus 
making  the  ecclesiastical  take  precedence  of  the  civil  power! 
It  is  a  monstrous  doctrine  for  the  high  noon  of  the  nineteenth 
century,  and  deserves  the  universal  and  unmeasured  scorn  and 
contempt  of  a  rei)ublican  community.  We  say,  let  the  people 
sustain  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  and  despise  the  miserable  intol- 
erance and  bigotry  which  would  ride  rough-shod  over  that  palla- 
dium of  personal  liberty  and  protection. 

We  are  not  acquainted  with  Mr.  Fairchild,  and  therefore  are 
not  actuated  by  any  private  partiality  in  speaking  of  him,  nor 
need  we  say  that  we  are  not  very  fond  of  the  clergy.  Still,  we 
confess  to  no  little  sympathy  for  the  man — minister  as  he  is  — 
when  we  think  of  the  long  and  remorseless  persecution  with 
which  his  enemies  have  pursued  him,  like  bloodhounds,  year 
after  year.  Even  if  he  were  guilty,  he  has  been  punished 
enougli  to  satisfy  more  than  ordinary  vengeance,  and  common 
charity  would  therefore  dictate  to  his  enemies  common  mercy. 
But  they  seem  perfectly  inexorable.  Their  victim  must  be 
crushed  for  life,  and  the  principle  which  guides  them  in  their 
unrelenting  warfare  appears  to  be  of  the  character  of  that  doc- 
trine which  Dante  said  was  inscribed  upon  the  gates  of  hell,  — 
"  All  hope  abandon  !  " 

We  wish  all  our  readers  could  examine  Mr.  Fairchild's 
pamphlet.  We  are  certain  that  the  mean  and  contemptible 
trickery,  and  the  tyrannical,  revengeful,  and  hideously  ugly 
R{)irit  which  it  reveals  of  a  certain  clerical  association,  would 
ciiuse  them  to  rejoice  with  renewed  energy  that  they  are  i«/J- 
dels,  and  nothing  else. 

In  that  address  of  sixty  pages,  after  stating  at  some 
length,  the  facts  in  the  ease,  I  proceeded  to  comment  on 
the  award  of  the  referees,  a  few  pages  of  which  I  will 
here  insert: — 
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But  while  I  shall  not  call  in  question  the  honor  of  the  ref- 
ereeSy  or  say  any  thing  disrespectful  of  them  as  meti,  yet  I  trust 
it  will  not  be  regarded  as  a  rash  or  presumptuous  act  in  mo  to 
call  in  question  the  correctness  of  their  decision.  That  decis- 
ion was  everywhere  received  with  surprise.  Mr.  Clifford  as- 
sured me  in  a  note  that  ^  the  result  was  utterly  unsupported  by 
any  just  view  of  the  law,  and  that  Mr.  Adams  had  sheltered 
himself,  not  under  tlie  truth  of  his  charges,  but  behind  a  purely 
technical  defence,  which  the  unbiassed  and  unbigoted  judgment 
of  the  community  can  never  sanction."  Mr.  Curtis  said  to  me 
that  there  was  not  the  shadow  of  foundation  in  any  law  for  that 
award  to  rest  on,  —  and  he  added,  the  *'  referees  have,  in  effect, 
aaid  to  Mr.  Adams  that  he  may  tell  as  many  lies  about  you  as 
lie  pleases,  and  you  can't  help  yourself." 

I  have  spoken  of  the  referees  as  gentlemen,  and  as  honorable 
gentlemen.  But  they  are  men,  —  and  whether  their  award  has 
not  proved  them  to  be  but  men,  I  commend  to  your  most  care- 
ful and  candid  consideration.  You  have  seen  that  award ;  for 
it  has  been  published  far  and  wide  among  you.  If  you  have 
carefully  considered  it,  or  even  hastily  glauced  at  it,  you  could 
not  fail  to  have  been  struck  witli  the  fact  that  it  has  but  one  side, 
and  that  against  my  humble  self.  Such  I  know  to  have  been  its 
impression  on  many  discerning  minds.  You  have  seen,  —  you 
must  have  seen,  that  statements  are  there  made  so  put  together, 
as  if  intended  to  bring  suspicion  on  me,  without  the  statement 
of  thase  facts  which  would  remove  all  just  suspicion.  If  any 
one  ])resent  has  not  read  that  award,  and  therefore  doubts  its 
leaning  —  its  strong  leaning  to  one  side  —  I  commend  it  to  his 
most  impartial,  most  considerate  perusal,  and  ask  him  to  as- 
certain at  his  leisure,  if  what  I  have  now  said  is  not  the  precise 
truth.  I  ask  you  to  examine  and  diligently  search  whether 
there  is  any  thing  in  that  award  to  throw  the  least  8us]>icion  on 
my  opponent,  either  in  purpose  or  in  fact,  notwitlistanding  the 
distinctness  and  the  fulness  of  the  most  respectable  testimony  to 
Lis  great,  complicated,  and  untiring  abuse  of  my  character.  On 
reading  that  award  with  whatever  care,  who  would  suspect  that 
it  liad  been  proved  before  the  referees  by  the  testimony  of  Dr. 
Burgess,  that  Mr.  Adams  had  said  to  him,  in  speaking  of  me, 
**  there  goes  hell,"  —  that  he  had  said  to  the  same  gentleman 
that  ^  I  was  an  unscrupulous  man,  and  so  accustomed  to  mental 
reservation,  and  duplicity,  that  I  had  ceascMl  to  discriminate  be- 
tween truth  and  falsehood,"  —  and  that  "there  was  nothing  in 
the  early  history  of  the  infamous  Aaron  Burr  more  diabolical 
than  can  be  found  in  my  history."     On  reading  that  award,  who 
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.  would  suspect  that  he  had  made  the  darkest  part  of  this  rcpre- 
scnlulioi)  to  Ur.  Burgess,  wcck^  before  he  wrote  hia  Marbkliead 
letter,  in  whii^h  lie  called  mc  his  "  dear,  dear  brother,"  and  bs- 
Eurc-d  me  thut  "  lie  was  prcjiared  (o  do  or  suffer  any  thing  for 
roe  in  nny  event,"  and  that  "  he  should  weep  Ht  my  injiirie-s  it'  I 
proved  to  be  innocent,  or  weep  at  my  fall?"  Who  would  sus- 
pect on  n'liding  tlint  awnnl,  that  alter  wiying  nnd  writing  all 
thin,  and  after  telling  Cnpt.  Duniel  Tracy,  while  riding  with  him 
in  the  car^,  that  "  he  bejiorcd  me  bad  enough  to  go  out  of  the 
world  with  a  lie  in  my  right  hand,"  who,  I  say,  would  infer  on 
reading  that  award,  that  after  saying  and  doing  all  Ihi^,  Mr. 
Adams  had  given  nio  the  a^urance,  once  and  again,  through  a 
mutual  friend,  that  if  I  would  come  to  liuslou  and  be  tried  by  a 
jury  and  obtain  an  acquittal  "  hia  pulpit  siiunld  be  open  to  mc 
for  the  first,"  —  thus  pledging  himself  to  open  big  pulpit  to  a 
man  whom  he  regarded  as  an  unscrupulous  liar  even  in  a  dying 
hour,  —  as  vile  as  the  infamous  Aaron  llurr, — nnd  as  hell  in- 
camale,  nay,  hell  itsirlf?  On  nading  that  award,  who  would 
suspect  that  it  was  in  evidence  before  the  referees,  thai  Mr. 
Adanis  hud  said  in  open  church  meeting,  that  "  I  was  the  wick- 
edest ninn  tlint  wnlkud  the  streets  of  Boston?"  Who  would 
suspect  that  the  Ifcv.  Hubbard  Winj^low  had  testilied  befora 
them,  that  when  hi'  told  Mr.  Adams  that,  in  his  judgment,  the 
result  of  the  council  at  Kxeler  fully  vindicated  mc  after  my  ac- 
quittal by  the  jury,  Air.  Adams  said  to  him  that  he  differed  from 
him,  and  thut  sooner  than  dismiss  a  member  to  my  eburcli,  ha 
wouhl  resign  his  ollicc  ?  Who  would  susjKct  that  it  Imd  been 
proved  before  thc^m  by  the  testimony  of  the  Bcv.  Dr.  Gilbert, 
of  Newton,  tliat,  as  he  had  l>een  solicited  by  bis  parishioners  to 
excliange  with  me,  he  consulted  Mr.  Adams  as  to  his  duly  in 
the  mailer,  and  that  Air.  Adams  told  him  about  Dr.  liayward'd 
atfid.ivit  to  prevent  him  from  proposing  an  exchange?  Who 
would  suE|>ect  Ihat  it  was  in  cvidencu  before  the  retereus  that 
Mr.  Adams  had  written  to  a  lady  in  Fittsloti  for  something 
against  my  moral  chai'acler  when  I  was  in  college ;  and  when 
informed  by  her  lhat  she  knew  nothing  against  luc,  h«  liad  writ* 
tea  a  second  time,  telling  her  that  he  thought  she  did  know 
something,  and  thut  it  was  her  duty  to  Christ  to  tell  what  she 
knew,  and  that  if  she  would  make  the  disclosures,  no  harm 
should  cume  to  lu'r ;  and  that  after  all  this  persuasion,  she  still 
assured  him  of  her  iguoranee  of  any  thing  prtjudicial  to  my 
cliaraeler  in  any  pari  of  my  life?  And  especially,  on  rending 
their  award,  who  would  .-uspect  that  Mr.  Adams  had  any  thing 
to  do  in  getting  up  that  faUu  and  infamously  scurril^uB  pain* 
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pblet,  —  the  Medical  Fact,  —  that  he  knew  it  to  be  false  at  the 
time  of  its  publication,  so  far  as  it  implicated  me  in  any  crime, 
because  he  had  been  so  assured  by  my  physician,  whom  he  ad- 
mits to  be  the  only  competent  witness  in  the  case  ? 

And  finally,  who  would  Jiave  suspected,  on  reading  their 
award,  that  Mr.  Adams  had  made  any  attempt  to  palm  upon  me 
the  writing  of  certain  anonymous  letters,  which  were  not  writ- 
ten in  a  disguised  hand,  and  which  bore  no  more  resemblance 
to  my  handwriting,  as  Mr.  Adams  well  knew,  than  to  the  hand- 
writing of  the  Grand  Sultan  ? 

But  while  the  preceding  and  other  expressive  items  of  evi- 
dence against  Mr.  Adams  were  not  so  much  as  alluded  to  by 
the  referees,  yet  were  they  careful,  in  their  award,  to  state  mat- 
ters brought  before  them  to  my  injury,  by  the  learned  counsel 
for  the  defence,  and  against  the  introduction  of  which  my  coun- 
sel earnestly  protested,  on  the  ground  of  their  irrelevancy,  as 
having  been  finally  disposed  of,  then  more  than  six  years,  by  a 
eompetent  tribunal,  and  therefore  as  being  matters  which  I  could 
not  possibly  have  contemplated  as  the  subject  of  review  before 
the  referees. 

There  is  one  item  introduced  by  the  referees  into  their  award, 
—  and  I  think  needlessly  as  well  as  cruelly  introduced,  —  to 
which  I  beg  leave  to  direct  your  particular  attention  for  one 
moment.  The  matter  to  which  I  refer  is  to  me  a  subject  of 
great  delicacy,  and  one  which  I  should  be  glad  to  let  pass  unno- 
ticed, if  I  could  do  so  without  injustice  to  myself,  and  perhaps 
to  you.  I  allude  to  the  manner  in  which  the  referees  speak  of 
mj  attempt  at  suicide.  Every  reader  of  their  award  who  was 
unacquainted  with  the  facts  which  were  fully  before  the  referees, 
would  suppose  that  I  calmly  resigned  my  olHce  as  pastor  of  the 
church  at  Exeter,  and  calmly  retired  to  my  chamber,  and  then 
with  equal  calmness  and  self-possession,  made  an  attem[)t  on  my 
life.  The  natural  inference  drawn  from  the  statement  of  the 
referees,  (whether  so  intended  by  them  or  not,)  is  this,  —  that 
I  was  in  perfect  possession  of  my  reason  at  that  time,  and  there- 
fore the  act  may  be  regarded  as  a  confession.  No  one  would 
suspect  that  it  api>eared  in  evidence  before  them,  unimpeached 
and  unimpc^achable,  that  I  resigned  my  othce  at  8  o'clock  on 
Tuesday  evening,  —  that  at  midnight  1  wjis  a  raving  maniac, 
and  that  my  attempt  at  self-destruction  was  not  made  till  Thurs- 
day morning.  No  one  would  suspect  that  Dr.  Perry,  my  at- 
tending physician,  had  just  stated  to  them  on  his  outh  that  he 
had  made  the  subject  of  delirium  his  special  study  for  years, 
aod  that  a  clearer  case  of  insanity  he  ha4  never  wituos&ed^ 
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How  uncalled  for,  how  unjust  such  a  reference  was,  thus  n 
and  unexplained,  I  leave  to  the  manhood  of  others  to  decide. 

And  now  while  I  proceed  to  remark  upon  the  legal  opinio: 
of  the  referees,  I  bespeak  your  cUtentive  and  patiefU  ear,  feelin 
assured  as  I  do,  that  those  opinions  will,  when  the  most  care 
fully  weighed,  the  most  surely  deepen  your  impressions  of  th 
wrongs  I  have  suffered  in  the  strange  progress  of  clerical  an< 
legal  doings. 

In  addition  to  what  I  have  already  said  of  the  award  of  th^ 
referees,  I  come  now  to  speak  of  a  still  graver  part  of  it — a. 
part  in  which,  not  only  myself,  but  the  entire  community  have  fk 
deep  and  histing  interest.     And  here  I  mean  the  question  of 
privilege,  —  the  privilege  of  saying  all  manner  of  evil  falseljr 
against  one's  ueiglibor,  for  the  sake  of  God  and  the  public  wel- 
fare.    In  their  award  the  referees  have  laid  down  the  principle 
as  a  city  of  refuge  for  gross  and  persevering  slander,  withia 
whose  sacred  gates  Mr.  Adams  is  inclosed  and  fortified  against 
all  pursuit,  —  the  principle  that  a  clerical  association  has  full 
power  to  charge  one  of  its  members  with  gross  crimes ;  to  ad- 
judge him  guilty  of  them,  and  to  fasten  his  condemnation  on  their 
records  ibr  transmission  and  inspection  through  all  succeeding 
time,  however  false  those  charges  may  be,  or  may  have  been 
proved  to  bo  by  the  final  and  solemn  verdict  of  a  tribunal  estab- 
lished by  law  for  the  j)rotection  of  the  innocent,  and  for  the  pub- 
lic safety ;  —  a  principle  which  allows  a  clerical  association  to 
do  this  and  all  this,  without  the  trial  of  the  accused,  and  against 
the  ecclesiastical  inhibition  of  such  trial,  —  without  his  knowl- 
edge of  the  accusation,  and  even  when  such  transaction  is  con- 
cealed'from  his  view  for  years,  and  at  last  finds  its  way  to  his 
knowledge  in  spite  of  their  vigilant  secrecy.     Nay  jnore ;  the 
principle  of  the  award  covers  not  only  this  broad  ground,  but 
reaches  to  a  yet  wider  extent ;  for  it  protects  the  leader  in  these 
clerical  transactions  sis  well  oiU  of  the  association  as  in  it.     For 
the  sake  of  serving  God,  it  allows  him  in  his  church,  and  where- 
evcr  he  may  accost  a  neighbor,  to  reiterate  and  multiply  his 
scandals  without  stint,  and  without  fear  of  responsibility. 


The  referees,  having  expressed  their  opinion  in  the  abstract, 
about  possible  cases  —  cases  that  "  may  be," —  go  on  to  say, 
as  their  further  opinion,  "  that  while  the  verdict  of  a  jury  is 
entitled  to  great  weight,  and  ought  to  be  regarded  as  primi 
facie  evidence  of  innocence,  yet  that  such  an  association  is  not 
bound  to  regard  it  as  conclusive." 
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Swih  an  association !  —  great  weight !  —  not  conclusive  ! 
These,  fellow-citizens,  are  word-^  of  grave  import.  Let  us,  then, 
inquire  into  their  meaning  and  application.  "  Great  weight !  " 
And  where  ?  Is  a  verdict  of  acquittal  to  be  so  ponderous  that 
the  might  of  the  law  cannot  move  it  a  hair's  breath,  and  yet  so 
very  light  that  the  breath  of  a  ministerial  club,  not  known  to  the 
law,  can  blow  it  away  as  a  feather  ?  —  "  Not  conclusive  !  "  And 
to  whom  not  conclusive  ?  Is  a  verdict  of  accpiittal,  then,  con- 
clasivc  in  a  court  established  by  and /or  the  whole  people  of  this 
Commonwealth,  and  so  conclusive  that  the  people  may  not 
openly  gainsay  it,  —  may  not  openly  falsify  it ;  and  yet  so  tw- 
oonclusivc  that  "  such  an  association,"  a  self-constituted  spirit- 
ual court,  not  recognized  by  the  civil  law,  and  carefully  denied 
all  jurisdiction  by  the  fundamental  princi[>les  of  their  own  plat- 
fbrm,  and  the  settled  polity  of  two  hundred  years,  —  is  a  verdict 
of  acquittal,  I  ask,  so  inconclusive,  that  "  such  an  association  " 
may  in  conclave,  sit  in  judgment  on  him  who  has  been  acquitted, 
reverse  the  verdict,  and  make  a  lasting  record  of  his  guilt  ? 
(km  that  be  a  true  legal  doctrine  which  so  counteracts  the  force 
of  law  ?  —  So  thwarts  common  sense  ?  —  So  ungospcls  the  min- 
iflCers  of  Christ,  the  disciples  of  Him,  who  when  guilt  was  open 
as  the  day,  mercifully  said,  "  Neither  do  I  condemn  thee :  go, 
and  sin  no  more.'* 

But  the  referees  yet  further  proceed,  and  say,  "  When  the 
plaintiff  asked  to  be  restored  to  his  standing  by  rescinding  their 
record,  and  also  requested  to  be  recommended  to  another  asso- 
ciation, it  became  proper  for  them  to  discuss  the  matter,  and  act 
on  it  according  to  their  convictions  of  truth  and  duty^ 

This  is,  indeed,  a  vast  principle.  Certainly  this  law  of  the 
referees  is  "  exceedingly  broad."  I  will  not  venture  to  take 
you,  step  by  step,  over  all  the  ground  it  covers  ;  for  that  would 
overtask  both  your  patience  and  mine.  Therefore,  after  a  mo- 
mentary glance  over  this  continent  of  clerical  license,  I  will 
explore  with  you  some  of  its  most  striking  localities. 

This,  then,  is  the  general  principle,  that  if  any  minister  seeks 
admission  into  a  clerical  association,  they  may  so  "  discuss  the 
matter/*  as  to  say,  without  restraint  or  limit,  whatever  they 
may  think  proper  to  say  ;  and  that  they  may  "  act  on  it,"  whether 
by  final  vote  or  fixed  record,  just  as  they  think  proper  !  —  or,  in 
the  tantamount  language  of  the  referees,  —  '*  according  to  their 
convictions  of  truth  and  duty  !  "  This  is  breadth,  —  nay  more, 
it  is  both  latitude  and  longitude,  with  a  vengeance. 

And  now,  after  this  rapid  general  survey  of  the  principle  it- 
self I  beg  your  attention  to  a  few  striking  particulars^  as  to 
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the  allowed  practical  operation  of  these  clerical  ^  coDvictions  of 
truth  and  duty,"  persuaded  as  I  am,  that  even  a  hasty  glanoe 
at  the  practical  operation  of  any  principle  will  more  forcibly 
exhibit  its  character,  and  more  clearly  develop  its  scope,  thaa 
the  wisest  abstract  speculation  of  civil  or  canonical  doctors. 

It  matters  not,  —  so  the  principle  declares,  —  it  matters  not 
at  all  what  those  clerical  "  convictions  of  truth  and  duty  "  are, 
—  whence  they  come,  —  whither  they  go,  or  what  they  do. 
Reasonable  or  unreasonable,  right  or  wrong,  with  law  or  against 
law,  for  good  or  for  evil,  they  are  alike  and  wholly  irresponsi- 
ble !  It  matters  not  what  prejudices  bred  them,  —  what  bigot* 
ry  nursed  them,  —  what  evidence  they  resisted,  —  what  decision 
of  court  they  annulled,  or  what  verdict  of  jury  they  falsiiied.  It 
matters  not  what  interest  they  mar,  —  what  character  they  de- 
fame, —  what  calling  or  business  they  ruin,  —  what  church  or 
society  they  molest,  —  wliat  individual  they  harass  and  pros- 
trate, or  what  family  they  afflict  with  deep  and  lasting  distress! 
No,  no  matter  —  none  at  all !  The  law  —  (so  the  referees 
gravely  assure  us)  —  the  law  sits  calm,  and  self-complacent,  and 
dignified,  and  unconcerned,  —  wholly  indifferent  to  all  wrongs 
and  all  griefs,  —  yes,  and  all  insults  to  the  solemn  verdict  of  its 
own  sanctuary, — provided  the  clerical  association  who  do  these 
wrongs,  inflict  these  griefs,  and  mock  the  majesty  of  law,  —  com- 
mit such  outi*ages  on  common  sense  "  according  to  their  convic- 
tions of  truth  and  duty,"  or,  in  other  words,  according  to  what- 
ever is  **  right  in  their  own  eye^" 

Hitherto  this  sweeping  license  to  clerical  associations  has 
been  shut  out  of  our  borders  with  a  care  and  a  decision  which 
have  both  expressed  and  preserved  the  deep  moral  sentiment  of 
the  people  within  those  borders.  Our  civil  and  ecclesiastical 
institutions  have  been  at  all  periods,  a  discouraging  bulwark 
against  the  intrusion  of  such  license.  The  genius  of  the  Com- 
monwealth has  sternly  rebuked  every  aspimtion  for  a  powter  so 
adverse  to  what  she  has  most  loved  and  cherished.  In  no  part 
of  Massachusetts,  in  all  its  history,  has  there  been,  till  now,  a 
more  constant  or  a  more  clear-sighted  vigilance  against  the 
stealing  in  of  such  a  power,  than  here,  in  your  world-known 
metropolis.  Without  this  deep-rooted  principle  of  hostility  to 
unmixed  and  unchecked  clerical  power,  the  light  which  has 
beamed  from  this  spot  on  all  nations,  had  never  shined,  and  the 
deeds  which  have  made  its  name  imperishable  to  the  end  of 
time,  had  never  been  done,  —  no,  never  !  We  feel  too  sure  of 
the  glory  of  the  past,  and  too  richly  the  enjoyment  of  the  pref  • 
enty  to  be  provident  enough  for  the  future.    The  time  maj 
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tomej  and  its  silent  step  may  npt  be  far  off,  when  there  shall  be 
felt  a  need,  greater  than  we  can  now  feel,  of  all  those  guaran- 
ties of  civil  and  religious  liberty  which  our  fathers  were  so  wise 
to  establish,  so  vigilant  to  guard,  and  so  self-sacrificing  to  de- 
fend. It  is  a  tliousand  fold  easier  to  keep  them  when  possessed, 
than  to  regain  them  when  lost  Who  knows  the  end,  —  who 
can  foretell  the  result  of  a  decision,  which,  if  sustained,  will, 
stand  as  a  recorded  legal  precedent  in  favor  of  secret  ex  parte 
derical  power  over  verdicts  of  juries  and  constitutions  of  gov- 
ernment,—  a  clerical  power  limited  only  by  its  own  "  convic- 
tioDS  of  truth  and  duty  ?  "  "  God  save  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts  "  from  the  rank  injustice  and  the  certain  perils 
of  such  jttridical  law  ! 


I  wish  also  to  express  my  gratitude  to  those  editors  and  con- 
ductors of  the  public  press,  who  have  kindly  aided  me  by  pro- 
claiming to  the  world  that  my  rights  as  a  citizen  —  not  to  say  as 
a  clergyman  —  have  been  most  unjustly  invaded,  and  most 
wrongfully  attempted  to  be  wrested  from  me.  Gentlemen  of 
t&e  press  —  should  any  of  them  be  here  to-night  —  from  the 
bottom  of  my  heart,  I  thank  you. 

But  to  none  do  I  —  can  I  —  ought  I  to  feel  so  truly  grate- 
ful, as  to  tliose  men  and  women,  the  members  of  my  church 
and  congregation,  —  those  true-hearted  friends  who  stood  stead- 
fastly by  me  in  the  midst  of  my  severe  trials  and  persecutions, 
when  summer  friends  deserted  me,  and  whose  confidence  in  me 
was  then,  and  still  is  unshaken  and  undiminished,  and  who  now 
feel  that  those  awful  disclosures,  so  confidently  predicted  as 
eoming  out  against  me  in  the  late  trial,  have  proved  to  be  awful 
diflclosures  of  the  deep-laid  schemes  and  disgraceful  efforts  of 
my  enemies  to  blast  my  reputation,  and  drive  me  out  of  my 
Master's  vineyard,  and  out  of  the  pale  of  all  Christiaa  and 
reputable  society. 

Friends  and  fellow-citizens,  in  my  statements  in  this  address, 
I  have  not  hesitated  to  speak  plainly  of  the  course  of  Mr. 
Adams,  the  unwearied  and  unrelenting  princi^ml  in  these  trans- 
actions. Nay,  more ;  I  have  been  compelled  so  to  speak.  Am 
X  not  right  in  so  speaking  ?  Should  I  not  be  false  to  myself 
and  false  to  justice  not  to  speak  out  in  such  a  cause  ?  I  have 
said  these  things  "  more  in  sorrow  than  in  anger ; "  and  I  ap- 
peal to  you  whether  1  am  not  justified  in  stating  the  compli- 
cated and  unbecoming  ways  in  which,  for  many,  many 
Jrears,  he  has  sought  my  earthly  ruin,  with  a  perseverance 
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whi^h  has  never  tired,  and  a  vj^lance  which  has  never  slept? 
Does  Mr.  Adiims  say,  —  does  any  one  say  for  him,  that  he  was 
honest  in  his  belief  and  conscientious  in  his  duty  whilst  dogging 
my  steps  from  youth  to  manhood,  from  State  to  State,  and 
from  year  to  year,  without  respite,  and  without  mitigation  of 
his  obstinate  purpose?  Yes,  and  what  is  more,  constantly 
.renewing  his  efforts,  and  unwilling  to  desist,  even  after  finding 
no  charge  sustained  against  my  moral  character  in  any  place  — 
by  any  person  —  at  any  period  of  my  life.  What !  Shall  all 
this  persecution,  having  all  the  aspect  and  all  the  effect  of  cru- 
elty, be  sheltered  under  the  plea  of  honesty,  the  rights  of  con- 
science, and  the  holy  love  of  doing  good?  Can  such  a  plea 
a^  ail  him  in  the  sight  of  rehgion  ?  Shall  it  satisfy  the  claims 
of  common  sense  ?  "What,  I  pray  you,  is  rehgion  worth,  — 
what  is  man's  understanding  good  for,  if  both  or  either  of  them 
justifies  at  all,  or  does  not  wholly  condemn  an  obstinacy  which 
defies  evidence,  —  an  honesty  which  regards  neither  the  dictates 
of  truth,  nor  the  first  and  plainest  principles  of  natural  justice  ? 
And  now,  fellow-citizens,  permit  me  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that 
in  presenting  my  case  before  you,  1  have  endeavored  to  do  my 
duty  ;  nothing  more  —  nothing  less.  I  have  endeavored  to  do 
it  all  along.  I  have,  in  no  instance,  been  the  aggressor.  I  have 
simply  acted  on  the  defensive.  I  felt  as  much  bound  to  protect 
my  reputation  from  unjust  aspersion,  coming  from  so  high  a 
source,  as  to  protect  my  person  and  my  life  from  the  dagger  of 
the  assassin.  I  folt  it  an  imperious  duty  to  resist,  when  men  of 
high  standing  in  the  community  were  striving  to  rob  me  of  that 
priceless  jewel  —  a  good  name.  And  I  still  intend  to  do  my 
duty  according  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  notwithstanding  my 
little  property  has  been  exhausted,  and  more  than  exhausted  in 
the  unequal  conflict  with  wealth  and  power.  Having  vindicated 
my  character  by  forcing  my  accuser  to  shield  himself,  not  be- 
hind the  truth  of  his  charges,  as  he  would  have  done,  had  there 
been  any  valid  evidence  of  their  truth,  but  behind  the  law  of 
jyrivilege  to  libel  and  slander  me,  —  having  done  this,  I  say,  1 
ought  not  —  Ido  not  think  much  of  the  loss  of  my  worldly 
substance.  And  were  it  not  for  a  dependent  family,  and  cer- 
tain obligations  justly  due,  I  should  not  think  of  it  at  all.  With 
that  help  which  comes  from  God*s  unforeseen  providence,  and 
which,  though  not  seen,  the  weak  are  encouraged  to  rely  on,  I 
shall  press  this  mattter  to  the  utmost  limit  which  the  principles 
of  the  gospel  and  the  laws  of  my  country  will  allow.  Gentle- 
men standing  at  the  head  of  the  legal  profession,  liave  assured 
me  that  the  record  of  the  Association,  which  I  have  been  seek- 
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ing  to  get  rescinded,  is  a  perpetual  libel,  and  that  no  statute  of 
limitation  can  protect  its  authors  or  retainers  before  a  judge  and 
jury.  .1  shall  not  cease  my  efforts  to  have  that  record  erased, 
Uiat  the  book,  which  contains  it,  may  tell  the  truth,  and  not  a 
lie ;  a  book  open  to  the  inspection  of  every  new  member,  and 
liable  to  be  cited  as  authority  to  the  end  of  time. 

But  perhaps  you  will  say.  Why  persevere  in  this  unequal 
conflict  with  wealth  and  power  ?  Why  not  give  up  the  contest, 
when  the  odds  are  so  fearfully  against  you  ?  Why  ?  Because 
it  is  my  sacred  right  that  that  false  and  infamous  record  be  re- 
scinded, and  my  sacred  duiy  never  to  cease  my  efforts  so  long 
as  it  remains  unrescinded.  And  in  these  efforts  I  shall  perse- 
vere while  life  and  breath  remain ;  and  if  I  fail,  I  will  leave  it, 
when  dying,  as  a  legacy  to  my  children. 

Fellow-citizens,  you  have  heard  my  simple  story,  my  plain 
reasons,  and  common  sense  principles,  on  whose  united  strength 
I  rest  my  hope  of  your  just  sentiment  and  corresponding  sym- 
pathy in  behalf  of  the  cause  which,  single-handed,  and  with 
exhausted  funds,  I  am  called  to  vindicate  against  the  advantages 
of  wealth,  of  social  position,  of  busy  prejudice,  of  public  and 
private  calumny,  and  of  temporary  success.     But  though  cast 
down,  I  am  not  forsaken.     God  has  laid  the  foundations  of  jus- 
tice too  broad  and  deep  for  the  utter  discouragement  of  a  right- 
eous hope.     This  night  bears  witness  to  the  hand  of  that  Prov- 
idence which  reaches,  as  in  the  blaze  of   noon,  wliat,  to  the 
purblind  eye  of  man,  is  wrapped  in  the  deep  darkness  of  mid- 
night.  There  t>,  indeed,  a  spirit  in  man,  and  verily  the  insj)ira- 
tion  of  the  Almighty  hcUh  given  him  understanding  ;  and  never 
is  that  spirit  and  that  understanding  so  wisely  employed  as  in 
watching  and  admiring  the  developments  of  his  Providence  ac- 
cording to  the  established  laws  of  his  realm,  both  of  universal 
matter  and  universal  mind.     The  laws  of  our  moral  being  are 
the  laws  of  God,  and,  when  duly  pondered,  are  marvellous  in 
our  eyes. 

In  accordance  with  those  laws,  written  on  all  hearts,  the 
rights  which  I  have  here  asserted  as  my  own,  are  more  than 
mine.  No  man's  rights  are  solitary.  The  claims  of  justice  are 
isolated  to  no  man.  They  are  not  the  less  common  because  the 
more  individtial.  The  golden  chain  which  encircles  humanity, 
if  broken  anywhere,  is  whole  nowhere.  If  my  own  special 
occasion  and  private  need  have  compelled  me  to  invite  your 
presence  and  invoke  your  aid,  it  is  some  relief  to  this  personal 
humiliation,  that  public  as  well  as  private  justice  speaks 
through  me.    I  could  not  consent  to  be  here  if  my  cause  or  m>] 
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heart  were  alone.  The  wide  world  would  be  but  a  pricioner's 
cell,  which  the  fulness  of  the  world  would  make  yet  more  a 
solitude,  if  my  own  claims  of  justice  found  no  responsive  echo 
from  the  voice  of  surrounding  humanity.  But  I  know^  and  it 
is  my  unspeakable  joy  to  know,  that  I  am  not  alone,  —  that  I 
am  compassed  by  no  such  desolation.  I  see^  IJeel  the  evidence 
that  the  sentiments  I  have  here  uttered,  and  the  principles  I 
have  here  declared,  are  your  sentiments  —  are  your  principles, 
and  that,  therefore,  my  wrongs  and  my  griefs,  however  much 
my  own,  are,  in  a  measure,  yours.  Your  kind  presence,  your 
earnest  attention,  your  visible  emotion,  all,  all  tell  me  of  your 
apprehension  for  all  rights  when  molested  in  the  person  of  the 
humblest  individual.  Yes,  what  I  witness  here  this  hour,  gives 
me  perfect  knowledge  that,  great  as  is  your  habitual,  inbred 
respect  for  hiw,  it  dis^ippears,  —  it  vanishes,  —  it  turns  to  hate, 
when  law  and  justice  are  antagonists  to  each  other.  I  freely 
confess  —  I  cannot  withhold  the  confession,  for  it  leaps  from 
the  abundance  of  my  heart  —  that  I  am  moved,  greatly  moved 
by  that  prevailing  sense  of  right,  whose  united  expression 
6trongth(ins  the  principle  of  right  in  the  heart  of  every  indi- 
vidual, and  thus  makes  it  the  common  strength  of  all.  I  am, 
this  moment,  more  than  ever  conscious  of  the  might  of  truth 
and  the  majesty  of  justice,  when  I  thus  see  them  presiding  at 
once,  over  the  convictions  of  the  understanding,  and  the  sympa- 
thies of  the  heart.  I  feel  more  than  ever  overcome,  and  yet  more 
than  ever  lifted  up,  by  a  sense  of  His  goodness  who  has  fixed  in 
the  bosom  of  human  nature,  this  watchful  safeguard  of  its  ever- 
lasting necessities.  I  feel,  as  present,  the  upholding  hand  of 
Him  who  teaches,  by  this  lesson  of  his  Providence  through 
you,  that  there  is,  in  all  our  race,  a  power  to  understand  and  a 
necessity  to  approve  those  eternal  principles  of  justice,  without 
which  man  cannot  be  man,  nor  God  himself  be  God. 

Fellow-citizens,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  friends  and  strangers ! 
I  thank  you  all,  —  I  thank  you  more  than  lean  tell,  —  for  your 
patient  ear  and  earnest  heart,  while  I  have  so  long  detained 
you  on  a  subject  which  has  no  attraction  for  you  or  me,  separate 
from  the  claims  of  justice  which  humanity  everywhere  is  priv» 
ilcged  to  respect.  In  return  for  all  this  kindness,  I  can  ofier 
you,  in  addition  to  my  hearty  thanks,  nothing  but  my  earnest 
prayer  that  prospenty  may  abide  in  your  lot,  and  that  in  adver- 
sity, should  it  ever  overtake  you,  you  may  have  the  strong  sup- 
port of  a  clear  conscience  and  an  approving  God. 

The  delivery  and   subsequent  publication  of   thii 


LIFE  OP  REV.  J.  H.  PAIRCHILD.  316 

address  produced  the  most  happy  results  to  me,  but 
most  disastrous  to  my  opponent,  as  any  one  might  see, 
unless  his  eyes  were  closed  and  sealed. 


CHAPTER    XXVI. 

There  is  one  thing  contained  in  that  award  which 
claims  special  notice.      Instead   of  inserting  in   their 
award,  the  preamble  and  vote  of  January  7th,  1845, 
which  states  the  ground  and  the  specifications  of  my 
suit  against  Dr.  Adams,  and  which  the  Association  re- 
fused to  rescind  by  solemn  vote,  July  10th,  1849,  the 
referees  pass  that  over  in  silence,  and  proceed  to  quote 
from  the  book  of  records,  another  preamble  and  vote, 
which  I  did  not  know  was  among  their  recorded  doings, 
till  the  trial  had  commenced.     In  order  to  show  the 
reader  what  a  stupendous  fraud  had  been  practised  on 
"the  referees  in  the  copy  of  that  preamble   and  vote 
'which  was  furnished  them  for  their  guide,  I  will  here 
cjuote  that  portion  of  it  which  exhibits  the  fraud  in  the 
most  appalling  light:  — 

Whereas,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Association  the  preamble  and 
^ote  of  7th  of  January,  1845,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Fairchild, 
'Xrould  better  express  what  were  the  views  of  the  Association, 
should  the  language  of  the  result  of  the  Exeter  council  be 
strictly  followed  in  said  preamble  and  vote,  therefore,  voted,  that 
oaid  language  be  introduced  into  said  preamble  and  vote  so  that 
ttiey  shall  read  as  follows :  — 

Whereas,  an  ecclesiastical  council  held  at  Exeter,  N.  H.,  in 
^uly  last,  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  and  examining  certain 
^luurges  against  the  moral  character  of  Rev.  Joy  11.  Y^^'^^^ 
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a  member  of  lliin  Association,  and  at  that  time  pastor  of  the  firat 
ulmrch  in  Exeter,  at  whiuli  a  committee  of  this  Association  was 
present,  ilid  declare  their  deep  conviction  that  Mr.  Fairchild 
camiot  be  innocent  in  thia  matter  concerning  wbich  he  was 
charged ;  and  did  on  this  ground  declare  that  unlcM  U«  can 
present  a  clearer  vindication  of  himself  belbre  some  tribunal 
more  competent  than  ourselves  to  compel  the  attendance  of 
witnesses,  and  (lie  utterance  of  all  the  truth,  lie  ought  not,  and 
so  tjir  as  our  decision  goes,  does  not,  longer  hold  tbe  place  of 
minister  in  the  church  of  Christ." 

Near  the  close  of  the  result  of  the  Exeter  Council,  the 
reader  will  mark  the  sentence,  "  and  till  such  act  be  done," 
commencing  immediately  after  the  words  "utterance 
of  all  the  truth."  The  sentence  is,  indeed,  a.  short  one ; 
but  it  is  full  of  meaning.  JU  is  the  very  hiii^e  on  which 
the  trite  import  of  that  result  turns.  But  It  would  seem 
that  the  eyes  of  the  referees  were  not  permitted  to  seo 
it.  And  yet  those  gentlemen  find  it  stated  in  the  pre- 
amble and  vote  that  "the  Association  are  following 
strictly  the  language  of  the  result  of  the  Exeter  Coun- 
cil ! "  When  I  pointed  out  this  omission  to  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Kirk,  in  an  inter\-icw  with  him  in  February,  1854, 
he  could  not  believe  it  possible.  He  said  he  thought  it 
must  be  a  mistake  of  the  printer.  At  his  suggestion,  I 
went  directly  to  the  clerk  of  the  court,  and  requested 
permission  to  look  at  the  award  of  the  referees.  But 
alas!  on  searching  it,  I  found  that  the  printer  had  made 
no  mistake.  Now  the  question  comes  up  here  with 
irresistible  force,  who  gave  the  referees  that  false  and 
garbled  copy,  assuring  them  that  "  the  language  of  the 
result  of  the  Exeter  Council  was  strictly  followed" 
therein?  Will  the  referees  assume  the  responsibility 
of  the  omission  ?  or  will  Mr.  Choate,  or  Mr.  Hubbard? 
Or  must  it  rest  on  Dr.  Adams  ?  If  any  one  else  is  the 
guilty  maif^  and  is  willing  to  burden  himself  with  such 
a  weighty  and  disgraceful  responsibility  by  aii  opea 
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avowal  of  the  fact,  he  is  perfectly  at  liberty  to  do  so.  I, 
for  one,  shall  not  envy  him  the  honor.  And  if  it  be  in- 
deed true  that  a  clergyman  perpetrated  the  fraud,  1 
would  advise  him  neither  to  preach  nor  to  speak  any 
more  against  the  tergiversations  and  crooked  doings  of 
pot-house  politicians. 

After  this  address  had  been  so  widely  circulated  and 
so  extensively  read,  and  the  press  in  noticing  it,  had 
rebuked  Dr.  Adams  in  such  thunder  tones  for  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  had  persecuted  and  slandered  me,  I  did 
think  that  Aw  love  of  self  if  nothing  else,  would  never 
aUow  him  again  to  use  his  tongue  or  his  pen  to  my 
injury,  and  that  whatever  amount  of  malice  he  might 
have  harbored  towards  me,  would  be  either  exorcised,  or 
henceforth  shut  up  and  closely  confined  in  his  own 
breast.  More  than  two  months  having  passed  away, 
and  hearing  nothing  from  him  or  his  friends  in  relation 
to  my  address,  we  concluded  that  he  had  indeed  laid 
down  his  arms  and  given  up  the  contest.  We  then 
began  to  move,  though  very  cautiously,  towards  secur- 
ing a  suitable  site  on  which  to*  erect  a  church  edifice ; 
and  on  the  last  Sabbath  but  one  in  May,  1852,  I  had 
the  pleasure  of  announcing  to  my  congregation  that  I 
had  obtained  a  site  which  I  deemed  quite  as  eligible 
and  desirable  for  such  an  object  as  any  other  in  South 
Boston.  On  Wednesday  evening  of  that  very  week, 
another  scheme  for  my  ruin  was  developed ;  and  we 
soon  learned  that  Dr.  Adams  was  deeply  concerned  in 
it.  As  this  will  doubtless  be  regarded  by  the  reader  as 
one  of  the  most  "  remarkable  incidents  "  in  my  history, 
it  will  be  proper  that  I  should  go  into  the  matter  some- 
what in  detail. 

Mr.  Reuben  Hunting  and  Sarah,  his  wife,  were  then 
members  of  my  church,  but  had  removed  firon}  South 
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Boston  in  the  fall  of  1849  to  reside  in  Newton  Place,  a 
few  doors  from  Beach  Street,  near  Washington  Street 
On  the  Wednesday  evening  referred  to,  he  had  invfted 
the  leading  male  members  of  my  church  to  meet  at  his 
house,  on  business,  as  he  said,  of  great  importance.  As 
most  of  the  brethren  were  previously  engaged,  only 
three  accepted  the  invitation.  Soon  after  their  arrival 
he  proceeded  to  let  them  know  what  the  business  was 
by  reading  a  paper  signed  by  his  wife,  stating,  in  sub- 
stance, that  she  called  at  my  house  in  August,  1849, 
and  that  I  insulted  her,  and  mentioned  certain  trans- 
actions, though  very  particular  to  say  that  there  was 
nothing  criminal.  As  soon  as  the  paper  was  read,  the 
brethren  very  freely  expressed  their  opinion  respecting 
it,  —  that  there  was  no  truth  in  it,  — that  it  was  so  im- 
probable and  inconsistent  as  to  carry  falsehood  on  the 
face  of  it.  And  when  they  left  they  took  the  paper  to 
bring  to  me,  as  it  was  their  duty  to  do.  Mr.  and  Mrs, 
Hunting  requested  that  they  might  retain  the  papCT 
awhile  in  order  to  take  a  copy,  as  they  had  none.  This 
request  was  granted,  on  the  promise  that  they  would 
return  it  to  one  of  the  brethren,  who  agreed  to  call  for 
it  on  Friday  morning.  The  brother  called  at  the  ap- 
pointed time ;  but  they  utterly  refused  to  give  up  the 
paper.  They  admitted  the  promise,  but  said  they  had 
taken  advice,  and  changed  their  minds;  and  finally 
told  the  brother  that  they- could  not  give  it  up,  for  it 
had  been  destroyed.  He  wished  to  know  who  had  giv- 
en them  such  advice  ?  But  they  were  not  inclined  to 
tell  him.  He,  suspecting  who  it  was,  asked  them  if  Dr. 
Adams  was  their  adviser  ?  Here  they  demurred.  But 
he  pressed  for  an  answer.  At  length  they  replied  that 
"  Dr.  Adams  had  advised  them,  and  t#ld  them  it  was 
very  injportant  that  they  should  know  what  the  law 


LIFE  OF  REV.  J.  H.  FAIRCHILD.  319 

was  on  the  subject"  It  would  seem,  then,  that  Dr. 
Adams  thought  the  law  required  the  destruction  of  the 
pajAer.     Did  equity^  or  honoVy  or  honesty  require  it  ? 

As  soon  as  the  matter  was  stated  to  me,  I  went  di- 
rectly to  my  lawyer,  related  the  circumstances  to  him, 
assuring  him  that  I  could  submit  to  such  treatment  ho 
longer,  and  that  I  wished  him  to  make  out  a  writ 
against  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hunting,  and  bring  them  before  a 
civil  tribunal  to  answer  for  their  crime.  But  when  he 
suggested  that  my  enemies  would  say  I  took  that  course 
as  a  specimen  of  my  cunning,  as  I  well  knew  that  in 
court  she  could  not  utter  a  word,  and  that  I  had  com- 
menced a  prosecution  for  the  purpose  of  closing  her 
lips,  and  as  there  was  no  other  witness,  I  should  get  the 
casCy  though  ever  so  guilty.  I  then  felt  obliged  to  com- 
mence the  usual  process  of  church-discipline ;  and  the 
preliminary  steps  having  been  taken  as  the  gospel  di- 
rects, she  and  her  husband  were  summoned  to  appear 
before  the  church  on  the  evening  of  June  9,  to  answer 
to  the  following  charges,  which  had,  in  due  form,  been 
preferred  against  them,  namely,  '^ falsehood,  slander,  and 
a  violation  of  their  covenant  vows  and  oblig-ationsJ^ 

It  cannot  be  interesting  to  the  reader,  nor  essential  to 
a  right  understanding  of  the  merits  of  the  case  that  I 
should  here  give  a  particular  account  of  the  process  of 
discipline,  —  such  as  the  appointment  and  reports  of 
committees,  —  the  citation  and  appearance  of  the  de- 
linquents before  the  church,  —  the  result  of  the  exami- 
nation, —  their  suspension  from  church-membership,  — 
their  application  for  a  mutual  council,  and  its  refusal 
by  the  church.  To  go  into  a  detailed  account  of  these 
matters  would  be  quite  insipid  to  the  reader,  and  give 
him  no  light  on  the  subject  which  he  will  not  derive 
from  a  perusal  of  the  two  protests  which  follow,  and 
which  I  beg  him  to  read  with  card',  ioi  aW.  \)aaL\.Sa  ^^'swol* 
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tial  to  a  full  and  correct  knowledge  of  the  case  is  clearlj 
stated  in  those  two  documents.  I  will,  how^ever,  just 
mention  the  fact  that  Mrs.  Hunting,  in  defending 
herself  before  the  church,  had  not  finished  her  first  sen- 
tence without  distinctly  stating  that  Dr.  Adams  was  her 
spiritual  adviser.  She  spoke  of  it  in  such  tones  and 
with  such  an  air  of  confidence  as  seemed  to  say,  "  Go 
contrary  to  his  advice,  if  you  dare."  Suffice  it  here  to 
say,  that  as  the  church  refused  a  mutual  council,  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Hunting  having  made  Dr.  Adams  their  spiritual 
adviser,  in  due  time  called  an  exparte  council,  of  w^hich 
we,  how^ever,  knew  nothing  till  Friday  evening,  Septem- 
ber 24,  1852,  and  the  council  was  to  convene  the  next 
Wednesday,  at  10  o'clock  a.m. 

The  following  is  a  true  copy  of  the  letter  missive :  — 


To  THE 


CnuRcn,  Boston  :  — 


Boston,  Sept.  22,  1852. 


Dear  Brethren,  —  The  undersigned,  having  recently  been 
suspended  by  the  Payson  Church,  in  consequence  of  charging 
the  pastor,  liev.  Joy  H.  Fairchild,  with  immoral  conduct  to- 
wards one  of  us,  and  having  been  denied  a  mutual  council  to 
investigate  our  case,  hereby  request  you  to  meet  in  exparte 
council,  by  your  pastor  and  a  delegate,  to  hear  our  statement, 
and  determine  whether  we  have  been  justly  deprived  of  our 
church  standing,  and  thereby  excluded  from  communion  and 
fellowship  with  other  churches. 

The  council  will  meet  in  Boston,  on  Wednesday,  September 
29th  instant,  at  10  o'clock,  a.m.,  at  No.  13  Beach  street. 

The  churches  invited  are 
Old  South  Church,  Boston, 
Essex  street 


Bowdoin 
Salem 
Mt.  Vernon 
Park  street 
East  Boston 


Rev.  Dr.  Blagden. 
"       "    Adams. 
"    Waterbury. 
"    Beecher. 
Mr.  Kirk. 
«    Stone. 
"    Clark. 


u 
ii 
u 
it 
ii 


Wishing  you  grace,  mercy,  and  peace,  we  are 

Respectfully,  •    Yours  in  Christ, 

Reuben  Huntino. 
No,  12  JCfewton  Place,  Beec\i  Alt^^t.       ^kuka  HuNTiKa. 
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The  council  met  agreeably  to  the  above  request,  and 
appointed  Dr.  Beecher  as  moderator,  and  Mr.  Clark  of 
East  Boston,  as  scribe.  As  soon  as  the  council  was 
ready  to  proceed  to  business,  Mr.  Calvin  Walton,  clerk 
of  my  church,  and  chairman  of  the  committee,  pre- 
sented to  the  moderator  the  ioUowing  protest :  — 

At  8  meeting  of  the  Payson  Church  at  South  Boston,  held 
on  the  evening  of  the  28th  day  of  September,  1852,  the  church 
voted  to  adopt  the  following  Protest,  to  be  presented  to  the 
exparte  council,  called  by  Reuben  Hunting  and  Sarah  Hunt- 
ing his  wife,  as  appears  by  a  copy  of  a  letter  missive  sent  to 
this  church,  sliould  such  council  assemble. 

To  the  moderator  and  members  of  tlie  exparte  council,  so 
called,  convened  at  No.  13  Beach  street,  Boston,  on  the  29th 
of  September,  1852,  by  request  of  Reuben  Hunting  and  Sarah 
Hunting  his  wife. 

"We,  the  Payson  Church  in  South  Boston,  in  the  exercise 
and  maintenance  of  our  rights,  hereby  protest  against  any  su- 
pervision, review,  or  other  ecclesiastical  action  whatever  being 
had  by  you  upon  the  case  of  Reuben  Hunting  and  Sarah 
Hunting,  jis  touching  their  suspension  from  membership  with 
us,  inasmuch  as  such  council  is  neither  competent,  nor  has  it 
just  occasion  to  pass  upon,  or  in  any  way  interfere  with,  our 
action  in  said  case. 

It  is  needless  now  to  detail  the  reasons,  including  the  abun- 
dant and  decisive  evidence  which  governed  our  final  action  in 
the  aforesaid  case,  a  part  of  which  reasons  and  the  nature  of 
w^hich  evidence,  are  summarily  stated  and  characterized  in  the 
communications  duly  made  from  time  to  time  to  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Hunting.  But  we,  the  church,  would  remark,  that,  whatever 
authority,  approved  precedent,  or  necessity  may  seem  to  justify 
or  demand  the  interference  of  an  exparte  council  righteously 
composed,  for  the  relief  of  plain  or  probable  hardship,  no  au- 
thority, approved  precedent,  or  necessity  whatever,  can  demand 
or  justify  the  interference  of  an  exparte  council  in  the  aforesaid 
case  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hunting,  who  have  never,  to  our  knowl- 
edge, complained  of  irregularity  in  the  process  of  discipline 
against  them,  nor  of  a  severity,  in  their  suspension,  dispi*opor- 
ate  to  the  offences  charged  against  them,  and  whose  offence 
against  the  plainest  rule  of  Scripture  and  their  own  covenant 
obligations,  was  not  only  clearly  proved,  but  admitted  and  per- 
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sisted  in,  in  presence  of  the  church.  It  may  be  proper  to  add, 
that  the  vote  sustaining  the  charges  against  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Hunting,  (which  were  three  in  number,)  was  passed  at  an 
unusually  large  meeting  of  the  church,  and  with  entire  una- 
nimity, after  both  parties  and  various  witnesses  had  been  fully 
examined  and  heard. 

Nor  is  this  all ;  for  in  respect  to  the  imputed  misconduct  of 
our  pastor,  while  the  story  of  the  principal  accuser,  told  by  hei 
to  the  church,  was  not  only  improbable,  inconsistent,  and  con- 
tradictory in  itself,  but  wholly  irreconcilable  with  other  state 
ments  made  by  her  elsewhere,  to  divers  other  persons,  —  such 
imputed  misconduct  could  not  have  been  scriptunilly  or  ecclesi- 
astically found  to  be  real,  on  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Hunting 
alone,  (who  was  the  only  authority  pretended  in  the  allega- 
tion,) even  if  her  story  were  consistent,  and  her  veracity  unim- 
peached.  (1  Tim.  o :  19.) 

The  case  being,  as  above  comprehensively  stated,  and  the 
church  being  so  clearly  and  unanimously  convinced  of  the 
same  as  to  need  neither  "  light  nor  peace  "  on  the  subject,  a 
mutual  council  even,  would,  in  our  estimation,  have  been  un- 
called for,  superfluous,  and  of  evil  tendency. 

And  we,  the  said  Payson  Church,  do  accordingly  hereby 
protest  against  any  interference  of  any  exparte  council  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hunting,  as  disorderly,  arrogant,  and 
subversive  of  the  rights,  liberties,  constitutional  jurisdiction,  and 
settled  usage  of  the  churches. 

We  might  speak  at  large  of  the  extraordinary  and  unwar- 
rantable composition  of  the  council,  —  of  the  undue  haste  and 
insufficient  notice  of  the  time,  place,  and  purpose  of  ita  meet- 
ing,—  and  of  other  matters,  which,  in  tlieir  strong  combination 
would  go  to  demonstrate  the  gross  impropriety  of  its  existence 
and  contemplated  action,  as  well  as  its  utter  incompetency  to  do 
any  thing  in  the  premises ;  but  as  time  presses,  and  as  matters 
now  are,  protesting  as  above,  and  waiving  no  rights,  we  do  but 
barely  mention  and  suggest,  in  general  terms,  some  of  the  many 
considerations  which  might  be  more  distinctly  stated,  and  more 
specifically  enlarged  upon,  to  persuade,  if  not  to  deter  the  coun- 
cil from  the  impertinent  business  it  may  assume  to  entertain 
and  act  upon. 

In  conclusion,  we,  the  Payson  Church,  reaffirming  our  own 
acts  as  proper,  being  within  our  own  jurisdiction,  —  and  as 
righteous,  being  in  conformity  with  the  truth,  would  renewedlr 
protest  against  any  action  of  said  exparte  council,  so  called, 
both  as  incompetent  and  as  having  no  occasion  therefor ;  and  in 
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no  way  yielding  our  own  rights  or  authority,  but  with  Christian 
fidelity,  admonishing  of  responsibilities,  and  forewarning  of  con- 
sequences, would  submit  the  foregoing. 

This  protest  was  presented  to  the  moderator  of  the 
ezparte  council  by  the  clerk,  as  directed. 

A  note  was  soon  received  from  the  scribe  of  the  coun- 
cil, informing  me  and  the  Payson  Church  that  the  coun- 
cil had  adjourned  for  two  weeks  to  afford  the  church 
further  opportunity  to  communicate  their  views  to  said 
council. 

Neither  Dr.  Waterbury  nor  Mr.  Stone  had  any  thing 
to  do  with  this  council.  They  did  not  consent  to.  be- 
come members,  nor  did  their  respective  churches  appoint 
delegates.  As  the  letters  missive  were  read  in  the 
church  prayer-meetings  on  Friday  evening,  the  editors 
of  several  of  our  papers  soon  learnt  what  was  going  on, 
and  some  of  them  were  unsparing  in  their  censures  on 
Dr.  Adams  for  presuming  to  sit  as  a  member  of  an  eX' 
parte  council  to  adjudicate  any  matter  relating  to  my 
interest,  however  remotely,  giving  him  distinctly  to  un- 
derstand that  any  decision  unfavorable  to  me  from  such 
a  council  would  have  little  weight  in  this  community. 
The  pressure  of  public  sentiment  came  upon  him  so 
heavily,  that  when  the  council  assembled  he  sent  a  note 
to  the  moderator,  stating,  that  for  obvious  reasons,  he 
withdrew  from  the  council.  After  advising  and  assist 
ing  in  its  formation,  and  getting  them  together  to  do  his 
ungracious  work,  he  absented  himself,  and  left  the  other 
four  clergymen,  with  all  the  delegates,  to  do  his  bidding, 
But  it  is  worthy  of  remark  that  his  delegate  did  not 
withdraw.  In  relation  to  this  matter,  a  correspondent 
sent  a  brief  communication  to  the  Transcript  in  defence 
of  Dr.  Adams,  from  which  I  will  here  quote  a  sentence 
or  two.     "  By  Congregational  usage,  those  who  call  a 
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council  invite  whom  they  please,  and  no  person  becomes 
a  member  of  the  council  till  he  accepts.  In  the  case 
referred  to  yesterday,  Dr.  Adams  was  invited,  but  when 
the  council  met  yesterday,  a  letter  was  received  from  him 
declining  to  act  upon  the  council,  and  he  has  not  been 
a  member."  Whoever  wrote  this,  was  either  himself 
deceived,  or  he  meant  to  deceive  others ;  for  nothing  can 
be  more  susceptible  of  proof,  without  regard  to  the  tes- 
timony of  the  Huntings,  than  that  Dr.  Adams  was  the 
prime  mover  in  the  whole  affair  of  that  council, — 
that  he  consulted  some,  at  least,  of  the  pastors  about 
the  matter,  before  they  were  invited,  and  one  of  them, 
who  became  a  member,  advised  Dr.  Adams  not  to  have 
any  council  called.  A  member  of  his  own  church  told 
me  that  he  was  present  when  Dr.  Adams  read  the  lettei 
missive,  and  that  he  advocated  the  appointment  of  a 
delegate,  and  vstated  that  it  was  a  proper  occasion  for 
an  exparte  council,  and  referred  to  the  Cambridge  plat- 
form as  his  authority. 

When  the  council  met  at  the  end  of  two  weeks,  only 
one  clergyman  was  present,  —  the  Rev.  Dr.  Blagden; 
and  he  was  appointed  moderator  pro  tern.  The  Rev. 
Mr.  Clark,  the  scribe,  sent  a  letter  to  the  council  resign- 
ing his  ofiice  and  withdrawing  his  membership.  The 
Rev.  Mr.  Kirk  also  sent  a  similar  letter,  which  he  after- 
wards gave  me  permission  to  read,  and  which  met  my 
approbation.  So  that,  at  the  second  meeting  of  the 
council,  there  were  only  two  clerical  members,  and  one 
of  them  was  absent.  The  council  again  adjourned  for 
two  or  three  weeks,  thus  keeping  the  matter  in  a  state 
of  suspense  before  the  public  mind,  greatly  to  my  injury. 

The  council  met  for  the  third  and  last  time  on  the 
13th  day  of  October.  Mr.  Clark  had  been  prevailed  on 
to  return  to  the  council  and  resume  his  office  as  scribe; 
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bnt  he  went  back,  as  he  told  me,  to  oppose  them,  and 
prevent  then:  doing  what  he  clearly  saw,  was  a  great 
wrong.  And  I  would  hope  that  Dr.  Blagden  remained 
a  member  of  the  council  for  the  same  purpose,  as  his 
conduct  towards  me  has  since  been  uniformly  kind  and 
courteous. 


CHAPTER    XXVII. 

The  church  sent  a  committee  of  three  to  attend  this 
session  of  the  council  to  watch  their  doings,  and  to  pre- 
sent a  second  protest.  I  also  requested  one  or  two  re- 
porters to  be  present,  that  the  public  might  know  what 
wus  going  on.  But  the  reporters  were  excluded,  and 
so  were  the  committee.  They  were  not  permitted  to 
remain  even  to  hear  the  reading  of  their  own  protect, 
which  is  as  follows  :  — 

The  Pay  son  Church  would,  with  due  respect  and  fidelity, 
hereby  represent  to  the  exparte  council,  so  called,  which  stands 
adjourned  to  meet  on  the  13th  instant,  at  No.  3,  Beacli  street, 
Boston,  that  this  church  has  had  quite  too  much  annoyance 
already,  from  a  meddling  interference  of  its  neighbors,  and  es- 
pecially from  certain  not  very  neighborly  ministers,  to  brook  its 
renewal,  in  its  present  aspect,  with  tongue-tied  patience.  And 
yet  we  hope  not  to  be  betrayed,  by  any  past  or  present  wrongs, 
however  perversely  inflicted,  into  any  statement,  or  the  use  of 
any  language,  which  plain  facts  will  not  warrant,  or  the  extra- 
ordinary occasion  does  not  evidently  justify  and  demand. 

It  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  church  to  enter  upon,  or  in  any 
way  encourage  a  protracted  ecclesiastical  controversy  with  any 
churches  or  ministers  who  may  have  a  disposition  for  unprofita- 
ble strife  ;  but  rather  by  a  timely,  faitiiful  remonstrance  and 
protest  against  irregularity,  usurpation,  and  manifest  injustice, 
to  terminate  a  controversy  which  we  apprehend  the  exparte 
council  and  its  busy  fomenters  would  have  beeti  \«\%^  \^  Vi^:)^ 
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left  off  before  at  all  meddling  with  it.  Our  interest  is  ^aei& 
Our  disposition  favoi*s  it.  Our  present  manifest  duties  require 
it.  Our  comfort  and  usefulness  depend  upon  it,  and,  we  thinks 
the  comfort  and  usefulness  of  our  clerical  and  ecclesiastical 
neighbors  will  be  not  less  promoted  than  our  own,  by  seeking 
the  things  which  make  for  peace,  and  things  wherebj  one  may 
edify  another.  We  seek  our  own  proper  edification  as  a  first 
duty.  We  have  no  superfluous  energies  to  waste  abroad  with 
any  who  may  seek  occasion  to  withdraw  us  from  hopeful 
prospects  at  home.  We  have,  with  solemn  deliberation,  un- 
dertaken a  work  which,  with  the  divine  favor,  we  intend  ear- 
nestly to  pursue  to  its  completion.  If  called,  for  a  brief  time, 
from  so  cheering  a  duty,  to  remonstrate  and  protest,  once  and 
again,  with  becoming  self-respect,  against  the  intrusion  of  an 
exparte  council  into  affairs  not  their  own,  and  for  which  they 
are  in  many  ways  incompetent,  our  remonstrance  and  protest 
being  made,  we  hope  to  resume  our  work  at  home,  leaving  those 
who  will,,  to  be  busybodies  in  other  men's  matters,  though  waiv- 
ing no  right  to  hold  them  to  their  proper  responsibilities,  as 
future  discretion  and  duty  may  determine. 

Our  former  protest  was  brief,  though,  we  trust,  not  nncom- 
prehensive  or  inexplicit.  The  exceedingly  short  time,  (tliree 
secular  days,)  between  the  notification  to  us  of  the  meeting  of 
the  council,  and  its  actual  meeting,  seemed  as  if  designed  to 
prevent  an  adequate  opportunity  for  our  deliberate  and  prudent 
action  in  defence  or  assertion  of  our  inherent  and  constitutional 
rights ;  and  especially  inadequate  to  collect  the  witnesses,  pro- 
cure the  written  evidence,  collate  authorities  and  precedents, 
and  make  other  due  preparation  and  ari*angement  for  an  elabo- 
rate investigation,  if  thought  proper,  before  a  body  so  remark- 
ably, not  to  say  unscrupulously,  composed. 

The  adjournment  of  the  council,  however,  afibrds  us  an  un- 
expected opportunity  to  renew  and  extend  our  protest  by  these 
presents,  perliaps  the  last  ecclesiastical  expression  to  the  council 
of  the  strong  sense  we  entertain  of  our  own  rights  and  liberties, 
or  of  their  unwarrantable  assumption  of  oversight  and  authority 
in  such  matters. 

It  is  very  true,  and  a  truth  not  to  be  suppressed,  that  this 
church  entertains  no  very  sanguine  hope  that  a  council  so  con- 
stituted and  so  arranged,  will  so  lay  aside  their  habitual  feelings, 
or  so  postpone  their  foregone  conclusions,  as  to  pause  at  any 
principles  however  plain,  or  any  truths  however  forcible,  which 
may  admonish  those  feelings,  or  thwart  those  conclusions. 

The  possibiUty  of  a  useful  effect,  sometimes  justifies  an  im 
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promising  experiment,  and  the  endeavor  which  is  desperate  in 
respect  to  those  most  concerned,  is  oflen  the  more  beneficial  to 
others  more  remotely  interested.  For  both  these  reasons,  as 
well  as  from  a  proper  self-respect  and  a  due  regard  to  an  intel- 
ligent Christian  public,  we  now  proceed  to  set  forth  in,  and  as 
a  part  of,  our  protest,  the  following  facts  and  considerations,  as  a 
portion  and  sample  of  what  we  might  detain  and  weary  the 
council  with. 

1.  The  time  when  this  fresh  experiment  to  vex  and  annoy  us 
was  undertaken.  It  is  widely  known  that  in  January  last,  our 
pastor,  the  Rev.  Joy  H.  Fairchild,  delivered  in  Tremont  Tem- 
ple an  address,  which  was  afterwards  extensively  difilised  in 
pamphlet,  in  which  he  effectively  narrated  many  most  remark- 
able proceedings,  ministerial,  associational,  ecclesiastical,  and 
civil,  by  which  he,  with  many  others,  thought  himself  oppressed, 
in  order  that  he  might  obtain  necessary  pecuniary  means  for  just 
legal  relief  and  redress.  In  the  course  of  his  address  he  had 
occasion  to  narrate  many  facts  tending  directly  to  exculpate 
himself,  and  incidentally  to  develop  the  strange  doings  of  others. 
It  was  an  address  which,  we  think,  his  opponents  would  find 
exceedingly  difiicult  to  gainsay  or  resist.  At  least  so  have 
thought  very  many  careful  ^and  discerning  readers  of  the  ad- 
dress. Those  who  were  most  impugned  by  it  were  sufficiently 
discreet  to  let  it  alone,  notwithstanding  its  manly,  Christian 
character,  its  sure  tendency,  and  its  noticeable  effects.  Its  facts 
were  too  true,  its  principles  too  plain,  and  its  logic  too  demon- 
strative to  be  answered  or  tampered  with.  In  short,  it  did  not 
fail  to  operate  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  by  its  own  force,  to 
disarm  prejudice,  and  greatly  modify  or  entirely  change  an  un- 
favorable public  sentiment  towards  its  autlior.  Spreading  wider 
and  wider,  though  by  slow  degrees,  it  awakened  new  and  gen- 
erous sympathies  both  towards  our  depressed  pastor,  and  his 
straitened  fiock.  This  returning  light  gave  us  new  courage. 
Our  place  of  worship,  though  hallowed  by  tears,  and  by  many 
endearing  associations  such  as  prosperity  seldom  or  never  cre- 
ates, was  yet  inconvenient,  and  in  many  respects  inappropriate 
to  those  demands  of  public  sentiment  which  must  be  measura- 
bly complied  with,  in  order  to  secure  a  larger  and  more  useful 
influence  in  a  portion  of  the  city  needing  more  ample  and  sea- 
sonable provision  for  its  increasing  population. 

After  much  careful  consideration,  we  resolved  to  do  what  we 
could  to  provide  a  place  of  public  worship  more  suitable  for  our 
own  accommodation,  and  less  discouraging  to  the  growth  and 
prosperity  of  our  church  and  society.    Accordingly,  we  deter- 
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mined,  doing  our  own  utmost,  to  solicit  help  from  others  mora 
prospered  tlian  ourselves.  We  made  arrangements  to  procure 
an  eligible  site  for  a  church,  which  we  have  since  obtained. 
We  authorized  and  requested  our  pastor  to  solicit  contributionSi 
a  work  which  he  commenced  with  too  much  success  to  be  well- 
pleasing  to  old  and  obstinate  resentments.  It  was  soon  busily 
whispered,  by  those  whose  friendship  we  had  most  reason  to 
distrust,  that  if  we  would  get  rid  of  our  pastor,  help  should  not 
be  wanting,  —  terms  which  we  were  by  no  means  disposed  to 
comply  with.  In  the  midst  of  our  plans  and  pursuits,  this  new 
vexation  was  sprung  upon  us,  and,  if  the  strong  language  of 
the  nominal  principal  in  the  transaction  may  be  relied  on,  by 
the  artful  endeavor  of  an  inveterate  disturber  of  our  peace. 
Leaving,  then,  the  consideration  of  the  time  of  this  new  oat- 
break  to  its  own  just  force,  whatever  it  may  be,  and  merely  add- 
ing that  its  occurrence  was  not  till  nearly  two  years  from  the 
pretended  occasion  for  complaint,  as  first  alleged  by  the  princi- 
pal in  the  accusation  of  our  pastor,  we  now  proceed  to  state 
summarily,  yet  substantially,  our  action,  with  its  reasons,  in  the 
discipline  complained  of  to  the  council  in  the  case  of  Mrs. 

H alone,  as  the  vindication  of  our  course  in  respect  to  the 

principal  in  the  accusation  of  our  pastor  will  leave  no  ground 
of  complaint  for  the  suspension  of  her  accessory,  her  case  occu- 
pying all  the  ground  covered  by  his,  as  may  be  seen  by  their 
joint  letters  missive,  for  an  exparte  council,  in  which  they  in 
part  truly  set  forth  both  our  action  and  its  cause  in  the  following 
words,  namely :  —  "  The  undersigned  having  recently  been  sus- 
pended by  the  Payson  Church,  South  Boston,  in  consequence 
of  cliarging  the  pastor.  Rev.  Joy  H.  Fairchild,  with  immoral 
conduct  towards  one  of  us." 

The  misconduct  thus  charged  as  immoral,  is  not  pretended  to 
have  been  criminal,  or  to  have  been  with  criminal  intent.  In- 
deed, such  intent  is  virtually  and  strongly  denied  by  the  prin- 
cipal accuser,  by  the  declaration  that  she  made  an  unsuccessful 
experiment  on  his  virtue,  "  to  ascertain  how  far  he  would  go ! "  a 
declaration  which,  if  it  does  not  shock  the  exparte  council,  and 
cast  a  dark  shadow  on  all  her  testimony,  did  shock  this  church, 
and,  confirming  other  grounds  of  distrust  as  to  her  veracity,  cast 
discredit  on  her  whole  story  as  to  the  offence  charged. 

By  our  covenant,  if  a  private  fault  has  been  committed  by 
any  member,  (and  a  pastor's  membership,  actual  if  not  formaL 
is  recognized  by  an  established  and  long-settled  principle  ol 
Congregationalism,)  that  fault  may  not  at  once  be  divulged,  nor 
until  after  the  failure  of  a  more  private  procedure  wisely  pre* 
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flcribed  by  the  acknowledged  Head  of  the  church.  This  is  the 
ecclesiastical  rule  in  respect  to  at  least  all  private  offences.  In 
respect  to  crime,  however  secret  its  perpetration,  the  criminal 
law  of  a  State  takes  a  more  summary  course,  and  if  the  crime 
is  legally  established,  and  the  criminal  is  a  member  of  a  church, 
such  church,  assuming  that  the  crime  is  already  divulged  and 
established,  may  if  it  see  fit  summarily  proceed  to  innict  due 
censure  on  the  offender,  and  to  cut  him  off  from  their  fellowship 
Such  is  the  distinction  between  the  civil  and  the  ecclesiastical 
code,  —  a  distinction  in  either  case  evidently  wise,  each  method 
of  procedure  being  adapted  to  the  nature,  objects,  and  necessity 
of  the  community  for  which  their  several  codes  are  ordained. 

But  in  the  ecclesiastical  case  in  question,  it  is  not  pretended 
that  the  rule  prescribed  by  the  Saviour  has  been  complied  with. 
On  the  contrary  its  violation  is  distinctly  admitted,  and  at- 
tempted to  be  justified  by  the  nature  of  the  alleged  fault,  and 
the  official  character  and  relations  of  the  alleged  offender,  — 
an  exception  for  which,  if  the  offence  were  actual,  no  provision, 
explicit  or  implied,  is  made  by  the  supreme  ecclesiastical  law. 
That  law,  then,  being  our  guide,  our  action  in  accordance  with 
it  cannot  be  impugned  without  impugning  the  law. 

But  if  an  exception,  so  explicit  and  express  as  to  be  unques- 
tionable, really  existed  in  respect  to  official  delinquency,  still 
the  accusation  would  be  irregular  and  inadmissible  on  another 
ground  too  clear  and  palpable  to  be  creditably  misapprehended. 
Indeed,  so  well  known  and  obvious  is  that  ground,  that  in  ordi- 
nary cases  we  could  have  no  occasion  to  mention  it,  much  less 
to  defend  it  before  a  council  of  pastors  and  delegates  of  churches. 
It  would  be  almost  an  affront  not  to  presume  that  it  is  antici- 
pated by  such  a  body.  \Vc  offer,  however,  no  apology  for  ex- 
pressly stating  both  the  rule  and  the  principle  of  the  rule,  as  it  is 
laid  down  in  Scripture,  as  to  the  case  of  a  minister  of  the  gospel. 
"  Against  an  elder  receive  not  an  acctisation,  hut  before  two  or 
three  witnesses"  (1  Tim.  v.  19.)  By  the  term  elder ^  according 
to  the  general  understanding  of  the  term,  is  included  the  pastor 
of  a  church. 

The  rule,  then,  is  explicit,  unqualified  by  any  exception,  and 
80  plain  that  the  great  body  of  expositors  of  the  New  Testa* 
ment,  in  all  countries  and  periods,  and  of  all  denominations  of 
Christians,  declare  its  meaning  as  with  one  voice.  But  if  thii 
rule  of  Scripture  had  been  questionable,  or  even  if,  by  universal 
consent,  no  such  express  rule  of  Scripture  existed,  it  would  yet 
be  a  plain  conclusion  of  common  sense  and  ordinary  discretion, 
that  the  principle  of  the  rule  should  operate  to  establish  Che 
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practice  which  the  rule  itself  so  expressly  enjoins.  This  prin- 
ciple  is  so  clearly  and  comprehensively  stated  by  Dr.  Doddridge, 
in  hiv**  Exposition  of  the  New  Testament,  thiit  we  will  here  cite 
in  full  his  own  words,  not  doubting  that  his  explanation  of  the 
rule  and  the  reason  of  it,  is  the  irresistible  conclusion  of  every 
unbiased  and  considerate  mind.  Speaking  of  elders,  and  citing 
the  words  of  Paul,  Dr.  Doddridge  says,  "  great  care  should  be 
taken  that  their  reputation,  on  which  their  usefulness  will  so 
much  depend,  may  not  be  lightly  impeached.  Accordingly  d» 
not  receive  an  accusation  against  an  eider,  unless  on  tlie  testimony 
of  two  or  three  credible  witnesses,^  for  the  single  report  of  any 
one  pc4*son  is  not  material  enough  to  set  against  the  word  of  an 
elder,  maintaining  his  own  innocence.  (See  Fam.  Expos,  on 
1  Tim.  V.  19.) 

The  rule,  then,  being  plain  and  indisputable,  and  the  reason  of 
it  being  clear  and  cogent,  it  as  clearly  follows  that  an  accusa- 
tion, not  corroborated  by  other  testimony  than  that  of  the  ac- 
cuser, is  a  violation  of  the  spirit  and  obvious  intent  of  that  rule. 
The  end  for  which  the  rule  is  given,  is  plainly  nothing  else  than 
the  reasonable  and  just  protection  of  character;  and,  in  its 
proper  application  to  that  end,  it  forbids  any  and  all  impeach* 
ment,  whether  by  the  church  collectively  or  by  any  individual 
member  of  it,  without  the  concurrent  testimony  of  the  prescribed 
number  of  witnesses.  The  letter  of  the  law  shows  the  spirit  of 
the  law.  The  letter  of  it  is,  "  Against  an  elder  receive  not  an 
accusation,"  etc  That  which  ciinnot  be  ecclesiastically  receivedj 
cannot  be  ecclesiastically  offered ;  for  if  its  reception  is  forbid- 
den as  unjust,  or  as  tending  to  wrong,  its  presentation  is  like- 
wise forbidden,  as  having  the  same  injurious  effect  or  tendency. 
Such  an  accusation,  therefore,  is  unlawful,  and,  as  such,  is  a 
censurable  offence. 

Does  any  one  object,  that  we  claim  for  our  pastor  a  clerical 
or  official  privilege  f  Our  answer  to  such  a  question  is,  that 
the  exaction  is  not  ours,  but  the  gospel's.  If  the  law  is  plain, 
and  its  import  obligatory,  we  have  no  alternative.  Duty,  then, 
is  not  a  matter  of  option,  but  of  prescribed  authority.  But 
though  the  rule  is  explicit  and  mandatory  in  respect  to  elders  or 
ministers,  the  due  practice  in  respect  to  all  members  of  the 
church  is  the  same,  as  laid  down  by  acknowledged  congrega- 
tional authority.  The  first  article  in  the  Congregational  Dic- 
tionary, recently  commended  to  the  public  by  the  moderator  of 
this  council,  opens  as  follows,  namely :  '*  Accusations  in  discipline 
should  not  be  received,  unless  on  the  testimony  of  two  or  three 
witnesses."     The  authorities  there  cited  in  support  of  this  UDi* 
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versal  rule,  arc  Goodwin^ s  Church  Gavemmenty  p.  129,  and 
MitchelTs  Guide,  p.  103 ;  to  which  may  be  added  Mather's 
RcUio  DiscipliruE,  p.  148.  A  like  universal  rule  governs  the 
practice  of  the  four  thousand  Presbyterian  churches  in  the 
United  States. 

Was,  then,  the  accusation  by  Mrs.  H a  censurable  of- 
fence? This  depends,  ecclesiastically  viewed,  on  the  number 
of  witnesses  to  accredit  and  corroborate  her  own  testimony. 
Were  there  two  ?  Was  there  a  solitary  one  ?  Confessedly  she 
stands  alone,  with  no  support  whatever ;  no,  not  even  the  sup^ 
port  of  a  consistent  or  probable  story. 

We  cannot  reasonably  suppose  that  Mrs.  H was  ignorant 

either  of  the  plain  rule  of  Scripture,  or  of  her  own  covenant  en- 
gagement The  presumption,  in  every  church,  in  respect  to 
each  and  all  of  its  members,  is,  that  duties  plainly  taught  and 
voluntarily  assented  to,  are  sufficiently  understood  to  be  duly 

practised.     But  if,  in  the  case  of  Mrs.  H ,  there  might  have 

been  room  to  entertain  a  doubt  of  her  unaided  capacity  to  un- 
derstand her  acknowledged  or  assumed  obligations,  yet  as  she 
professes  to  have  put  herself  under  the  special  care  of  the  Rev. 
Dr.  Adams,  as  her  select  spiritual  adviser  in  regard  to  her  scrip- 
tural and  covenant  obligations,  we  are  not  permitted  by  ordi- 
nary rules  of  action,  to  entertain  those  scruples  which  in  some 
other  extreme  cases  might  claim  our  indulgence.  But  even  if 
she  had  been  misled  in  her  application  for  spiritual  advice,  to 
one  who  was  so  conversant  with,  and  had  taken  so  deep  an  in- 
terest in  our  affairs,  still  we  could  not  see  any  occasion  for  the 
plea  of  ignorance  while  persisting  in  her  irregular  course  after 
due  admonition  of  her  error. 

Plainly,  then,  the  offence  for  which  Mrs.  H.  was  suspended 
from  our  fellowship  was  fully  sustained,  and  who  shall  say 
that  this  church  might  not  so  declare,  or  might  not  determine 
what,  or  what  measure  of  censure  her  manifest  offence  claimed  ? 
To  wrest  the  matter  from  their  hands,  or  in  any  way  to  weaken 
those  hands,  even  by  a  seeming  doubt  of  due  authority  or  the 
just  and  proper  use  of  it,  would  be  rash,  arrogant,  and  altogether 
reprehensible  on  the  part  of  any  council,  however  composed, 
who  should  assume  or  presume  so  to  interfere  and  intermeddle ; 
and  what  measure  of  condemnation  and  indignant  rebuke  would 
be  too  severe,  for  such  arrogance  and  presumption  on  the  part 
of  an  exparte  council  so  sorted  and  composed  as  the  present, 
farther  developments  in  this  protest  may,  perhaps,  suggest  to 
any  whom  discretion  has  not  utterly  forsaken. 

To  all  this  we  may  more  distinctly  add,  that  the  church  sitting 
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as  the  only  competent  jury  and  tribunal  in  the  matter,  were  con- 
vinced by  evidence  to  us  perfectly  conclusive,  that  the  principal 
accuser  was  not  to  be  credited  for  the  statements  which  she 
made,  while  we  were  fully  satisfied,  upon  the  most  careful  ex- 
amination of  all  the  evidence,  that  Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.  had  been 
not  only  guilty,  and  grossly  and  knowingly  guilty  of  slander  and 
falsehood,  but  as  grossly  and  knowingly  guilty  of  violating  their 
covenant  vows,  not  merely  by  a  breach  of  the  law  regarding 
accusations  against  an  elder,  but  by  keeping  their  pretended 
wrong  and  grievance  from  the  knowledge  both  of  the  pastor 
and  of  the  church,  for  nearly  two  long  years,  according  to  their 
own  showing,  and  then,  which  was  far  worse,  by  retailing  the 
slander  to  those  who  were  known  to  them  as  both  our,  and  our 
pastor's  most  inveterate  enemies,  before  telling  it  either  to  the 
j)erson  who  they  pretended  had  done  the  wrong,  or  to  the  church 
of  which  she  and  they  were  members. 

In  further  vindication  of  our  course,  we  would  refer  the  coun- 
cil to  the  documents  in  general,  (presumed  to  be  already  in  their 
hands),  showing  the  progress  and  character  of  our  doings  in  the 
case  of  discipline  complained  of,  from  the  time  of  our  incipient 
measures  to  the  time  of  our  ^^provisional  reply**  to  the  note  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.,  dated  July  23d,  informing  us  of  their  appeal 
to  the  judgment  of  a  mutual  council ;  which  '*  provisional  reply," 
together  with  so  much  of  our  final  "  explicit  and  definite  reply^ 
dated  September  7th,  as  needs  to  be  here  cited,  we  subjoin, 
commending  both,  but  especially  the  latter,  to  the  attentive 
perusal  and  careful  consideration  of  the  council,  however  super- 
fluous might  be  such  auxiliaries  to  less  interested  minds. 

The  first  or  provisional  reply  is  contained  in  the  following 
report  of  a  committee  of  this  church,  which  report  was  unani- 
mously adopted  at  its  regular  meeting. 

"  Your  committee,  having  duly  considered  the  joint  note  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hunting,  of  July  23d,  respecting  a  mutual  coun 
cil,  would  respectfully  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following 
as  a  provisional  reply  to  said  note,  namely.  That  while  this  church 
will  by  no  means  hesitate  to  give  an  explicit  answer  to  said 
note,  if  insisted  on,  they  would  kindly  suggest  to  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Hunting  the  wisdom  and  expediency  of  not  pressing  for  a  more 
decisive  reply.  While  immediate  action  would  be  entirely  safe 
for  this  church  and  pastor,  we  are  of  opinion,  that  it  could  not  be 
harmless  to  one  or  both  of  the  other  parties  interested.  The 
church,  while  it  will  not  shrink  from  any  duty,  are  unwilling  to 
infiict  any  unnecessary  pain." 

To  the  foregoing  provisional  answer  to  the  brief  note  of  Mr. 
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and  Mrs.  Hunting  of  July  23d,  notifying  to  us  their  "  appeal," 
this  church  received  from  them  a  second  still  briefer  note,  dated 
August  9th,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy,  namely :  "  Having 
duly  considered  our  request  of  July  23d,  before  making  it,  we 
irutst  on  an  explicit  and  definite  reply."  To  this  second  note 
the  church  returned  a  report  of  their  committee  to  whom  the 
subject  was  referred,  adopted  b^^  the  church  as  the  reply  in- 
sisted on ;  of  which  the  following  is  an  extract. 

"  In  giving  an  explicit  and  definite  reply  '*  to  the  note  of  July 
2dd,  as  insisted  on  by  the  note  of  August  9th,  it  becomes  neces* 
sary,  in  the  judgment  of  your  committee,  to  connect  with  that 
reply,  herein  already  expressed,  a  comprehensive  statement  of 
particular  facts  which,  ^^nth  others,  induced  the  vote  of  suspen- 
sion aforesaid,  and  which  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee, 
should  cooperate  as  a  bar  to  the  consent  of  this  church  to  the 
call  for  a  mutual  council.  This  statement  your  committee,  in 
their  former  report  sought  wholly  to  avoid,  by  recommending  to 
the  church  such  a  reply  to  the  note  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hunting, 
of  July  23d,  as  should  suggest  to  them  a  prudent  reconsidera- 
tion of  the  course  proposed  by  it.  They,  however,  having  in- 
sisted on  an  "  explicit  and  definite  reply,"  it  becomes  necessary 
to  give  such  an  answer  as  shall  most  effectually  vindicate  your 
present  course,  as  well  as  correct  such  misrepresentations  as 
have  been  already  set  afloat,  and  forestall  others  which  are  like- 
ly to  follow  from  the  same  quarter.  These  considerations  have 
induced  your  committee  to  review  the  outlines  of  the  case; 
which  review  they  also  submit  to  the  consideration  of  the  church, 
and  if  seen  fit,  for  the  adoption  of  the  same  as  a  precautionary 
part  of  their  reply. 

The  original  complaint  against  both  of  the  delinquents  was, 
for  a  breach  of  covenant,  and  for  slander,  involving  falsehood. 
In  respect  to  the  first  of  these  charges,  —  the  infraction  of  their 
covenant  ;  the  proof  was  full  and  uncontested.  It  was,  in  fact, 
freely  confessed,  with  an  attempt  to  justify  it,  — ^uch  an  attempt 
as  aggravated  the  original  offence.  ^^k 

And  now  as  to  the  second  charge,  the  radiii^^ slander.  By 
scriptural  and  ecclesiastical  law,  any  charge  of  moral  misde- 
meanor, unsustained  by  adequate  evidence,  (the  accuser  either 
knowing  or  having  good  reason  to  suspect  its  deficiency,  either 
as  to  the  requisite  number  or  the  credibility  of  witnesses,)  is 
slander,  and  is  to  be  deemed  ecclesiastically  false. 

In  the  case  here  referred  to,  (to  say  nothing  at  present  in 
respect  to  the  very  questionable  character  for  credibility  of  the 
accusing  and  only  witness,)  it  is  enough  to  say,  so  &x  as  the 
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just  action  and  due  order  of  the  church  are  concerned,  that  the 
requisite  number  of  witnesses  was  incomplete.  Therefore,  the 
church  had  no  alternative,  but  were  plainly  bound  to  pursue 
the  course  they  actually  took.  If,  therefore,  any  are  disposed 
to  complain,  they  must  find  fault  with  the  law  itself,  and  not 
with  the  administration  of  it.  But  who  shall  find  fault  with 
the  law  ?  Its  source  is  not^ore  sacred,  than  its  character  is 
wise  and  good.  The  law  was  ordained  as  a  necessary  safeguard 
against  the  liability  to  unjust  accusation,  —  a  liability  as  constant 
and  as  permanent  as  human  nature  itself.  If  any  object  thai 
guilt  may  sometimes  escape  by  the  operation  of  such  a  law, 
they  should  also  consider  that  without  it,  a  far  greater  mis- 
chief might  ensue,  even  the  condemnation  of  the  innocent 
Both  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  law  are  equally  plain,  and 
its  wisdom  has  been  sustained  by  the  highest  authority  and 
general  practice  of,  at  least,  all  Protestant  denominations. 

But,  sufficient  as  is  the  foregoing  vindication  of  the  course 
pursued  by  the  church,  your  committee,  however  much  indis- 
posed, will  not  refrain  from  presenting  a  still  further  view  of 
the  case,  that  if  the  reply  of  the  church,  so  unwisely  insisted 
on  by  the  ill-advised  subscribers  to  the  several  notes  of  July 
and  August,  should  meet  tiie  eye  of  prejudice,  nothing  may  be 
wanting  to  satisfy  any  but  the  wilfully  deluded.  In  discharg- 
ing this  duty,  your  committee  would  state,  that  in  the  action  of 
the  church  when  met  to  investigate  the  charges  against  the  de- 
linquents, a  wider  range  was  allowed  than  would  be  necessary^ 
or,  perhaps,  even  proper  in  ordinary  cases  of  like  complaint. 
In  consequence  of  the  irregular  course  pursued  by  the  delin- 
quents, and  the  naturally  mischievous  tendency  of  such  a 
course,  the  principal  accuser  of  our  pastor  was  allowed  to  relate 
her  story  to  the  church,  at  an  unusually  full  meeting  of  both 
sexes.  But  to  say  nothing  of  her  coarse  and  insolent  deport- 
ment before  the  church  while  on  trial,  —  nothing  about  her 
defect  of  veracity  in  other  matters,  —  such  was  her  narrative ; 
80  unnatural^H|  improbable  in  its  general  character  and  par- 
ticular circumMnces ;  so  confused  and  contradictory  in  all  its 
alleged  facts ;  so  incompatible  with  other  facts  resting  on  dis- 
tinct and  unexceptionable  proof;  so  variant  as  to  alleged  time, 
and  so  grossly  disreputable  to  her  own  modesty  and  chastity  of 
pur|)ose,  —  a  purpose  of  confessedly  unavailing  temptation  ai 
the  only  titne  of  imputed  misconduct^  that  a  pervading  and  deep 
impression  of  the  improbability  of  her  story  settled  on  the 
minds  of  all  present,  and  confirmed  the  propriety  of  censure 
on  the  formal  charges  then  already  fully  established. 
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Tour  committee  have  forborne  to  press  on  the  attention  of  the 
church  all  the  considerations  which  might  well  govern  their  de- 
cision to  negative  the  measure  of  an  *'  appeal "  to  the  judgment 
of  a  mutual  council.  They  might,  were  it  necessary,  urge  the 
well-ascertained  fact,  that,  while  the  subscribers  to  the  note 
of  July  23d  were  professing  to  act  ecclesiastically,  and  to  rely 
on  the  judgment  of  a  mutual  council,  they  were,  even  then, 
busy  and  urgent  to  propagate  their  scandal  anonymously  by  the 
public  press,  not  as  a  measure  of  defence  against  any  like 
resort,  but  wholly  as  a  matter  of  aggression,  instigated,  it  may 
be,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  their  "  spiritual  adviser,"  or  some 
one  of  his  veteran  clerical  accomplices.  If  the  earnest  experi- 
ment was  a  failure,  it  only  proves  that  the  sense  of  honor  on 
the  part  of  others,  was  more  scrupulous  than  that  of  religious 
principle  professed  by  themselves. 

Your  committee  might  add,  moreover,  that  the  clearest  cred- 
ible evidence  is  before  them,  that  the  principal  accuser  of  our 
pastor  has,  since  the  time  of  alleged  impropriety,  both  said  and 
done  that  which  fully  exculpates  him  from  the  misconduct  im- 
puted. But  they  forbear.  The  reasons  already  given  are 
more  than  sufficient.  Your  committee,  therefore,  in  conclusion, 
repeat  the  advice  that  the  church  ^plicitly  and  definitely  de- 
cline the  aforesaid  '^  appeal,"  and  that  disregarding,  as  much  as 
may  be,  annoyances  from  abroad,  they  unitedly  and  resolutely 
seek  the  things  that  make  for  peace,  and  things  whereby  one 
may  edify  another. 

To  the  many  and  forcible  reasons  which  determined  our  ex- 
plicit and  definite  reply,  a  part  only  of  which  are  expressed  in 
the  document  just  quoted  from,  might  be  added  other  conclu- 
sive evidence,  since  come  to  light,  of  the  discredit  which  is  due 
to  the  story  of  Mrs.  Hunting ;  but  we  forbear,  having  other 
topics  to  present,  which  of  themselves  might  well  occupy  all 
the  time  which  the  members  of  the  council  can  usefully  spare 
from  their  several  ordinary  pursuits. 

The  first  of  these  topics  is,  the  nature,  limits,  and  occasions  of 
councils.  On  this  comprehensive  topic  a  wearisome  array  of 
renowned  authorities  might  be  cited,  relevant  to  the  case  in 
hand ;  but  fortunately,  whatever  is  needful  for  this  end  is  too 
simple,  and  lies  in  too  brief  a  compass  to  tax  the  patience  or 
the  understanding  of  any  who  are  willing  to  know  the  truth 
on  the  subject. 

It  is  a  first  principle  of  Congregationalism  true  and  proper, 
that  all  church  powers  are  vested  in  each  particular  church,  for 
the  management  of  its  own  affairs.    This  fundamental  principle 
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is  clearly  and  carefully  laid  down  in  the  received  platform  of 
our  churches,  (ch.  10,  sect.  2).  The  necessary  inference  from 
the  foregoing  principle  is  so  well  expressed  by  the  venerable 
predecessor  of  a  clerical  member  of  this  council,  the  Rev. 
Thomas  Prince,  of  the  Old  South  Church,  that  we  take  pleas- 
ure in  giving  his  own  words,  namely :  "  No  churches,  or  church 
officers  whatever,  have  any  power  over  any  other  church  or 
officers,  to  control  or  impose  upon  them ;  but  are  equal  in  their 
rights  and  privileges,  and  ought  to  be  independent  in  the  cxeiv 
cise  of  them."     (Annals,  p.  92.  Boston.  1736.) 

The  above  statement  is  made  by  its  learned  author,  not 
merely  as  his  own  opinion,  or  his  own  knowledge  of  Congrega- 
tionalism as  existing  in  his  own  day,  but  as  a  sure  historical  fact 
in  respect  to  Congregationalism  as  brought  to  these  shores,  and 
as  firmly  maintained  in  after  time. 

That  principle,  with  its  necessary  inference,  is  the  only  guar- 
antee of  the  rights  and  privileges  so  dear  to  our  churches  in  all 
their  history.  Of  any  encroachment  upon  it  they  have  ever 
been  jealous ;  and  if  their  children  have  any  wisdom  of  their 
own,  or  any  .regard  for  that  of  their  fathers,  that  sacred  princi- 
ple they  will  steadfastly  maintain,  and  faithfully  transmit. 

But  while  that  principle  was  so  fondly  cherished  by  our 
fathers,  they  also  recognized,  in  subordination  to  it,  the  social 
relations  and  duties  of  churches  to  each  other,  for  mutual  good 
and  general  advantage.  Accordingly  they  constitutionally  recog- 
nized the  propriety  and  necessity  of  councils  in  two  cases,  and 
two  only,  (exclusive  of  general  councils  or  synods  for  more 
general  purj)oses,)  namely,  want  of  ligJU  and  want  of  peace  in  a 
particular  church,  (Platform,  ch.  15,  sec  2,)  in  which  cases 
each  church  was  to  be  the  sole  judge  of  its  own  need  of  help, 
and  to  call  for  council  at  its  own  good  pleasure,  not  suffering 
other  churches  to  do  its  thinking  or  fashion  its  will,  though 
not  negligent  of  friendly  and  discreet  suggestions  from  any 
quarter.  And  even  when,  in  difficult  matters,  advice  was  freely 
sought,  while  it  was  to  be  treated  with  due  consideration,  it  was 
only  advice^  without  semblance  of  authority  beyond  the  reasons 
it  contained  as  such  reasons  appeared  to  the  mind  of  the  church 
advised.  This  fellowship  of  the  churches  harmonized  with  the 
great  principle  on  which  rested  their  sacred  rights  and  liberties. 

But  in  all  communities  this  side  heaven,  wrong  to  individual 
members  is  liable  to  be  done,  and  persisted  in ;  and,  in  the  case 
of  churches,  how  shall  relief  from  manifest  or  probable  hard- 
ship be  had,  without  disturbing  their  fundamental  principle ;  or 
rather,  with  the  least  possible  disturbance  of  it  ? 
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This  difficult  problem  of  Congregational  polity  was  never 
fiolvod  to  the  complete  satisfaction  or  even  acquiescence  of  all 
our  churches;  though  the  nearest  approximation  to  general 
consent  was  by  the  careful  intervention  of  ex  'parte  councils,  in 
cases  of  gross  and  palpable  hardship.  Such  councils  are,  and 
have  always  been  considered  to  be  unnormal^  —  the  anomaly  of 
Congregationalism,  proceeding,  in  extreme  cases,  from  the  neces' 
sity  which  knows  no  law.  It  is  that  monster  of  our  system, 
which,  if  the  breed  were  common,  would  beget  confusion  and 
ruin  in  our  churches.  This  consequence  was  a  matter  of  clear 
foresight  on  the  part  of  our  fathers,  and  for  this  reason  they 
took  special  and  exemplary  care  that  the  monster  should  be  im- 
potent for  progeny.  They  fenced  it  in  with  strong  bars,  and 
crippled  it  with  fast  restrictions,  and  did  what  they  could  to  hin- 
der, yet  suffer  it.  The  Platform  does  not  name  or  describe  it. 
It  is  only  endured  by  the  sufferance  of  a  flagrant  exigency. 

That  such  was  the  theory  of  ex  parte  councils  is  apparent 
from  a  mere  glance  at  the  history  of  their  practice,  as  given  by 
Cotton  Mather  in  his  chapter  on  councils,  and  still  more  evi- 
dent and  impressive  from  a  careful  scrutiny,  —  a  chapter  from 
which  fragments  have  been  too  often  struck  off  to  be  used  with- 
out a  regard  to  the  force  of  the  combined  whole.  Some  just  im- 
pression of  its  significance  may  be  received  by  considering  the 
following  abstract  of  his  statement,  namely :  — 

In  the  first  place,  the  person  who  feels  aggrieved  applies  to 
the  church,  through  its  pastor,  for  a  review  of  his  case,  with 
resjKJCtful  remonstrance  of  the  apprehended  hardships.  If  his 
a])pIication  is  refused,  he  requests  of  them  a  council.  If  they 
refuse  this  also,  he  may  call  one  himself,  informhig  them  what 
he  does.  For  this  he  applies  to  neighboring  churches  by  their 
pastors,  who  do  not  rashly  at  once  read  his  letters  in  public^  but 
having  informed  themselves^  as  thoroughly  as  Oieycan,  they  notify 
to  the  pastor  of  the  church  complained  of,  their  understanding 
of  the  case,  desiring  to  know  from  him  if  the  difficulty  cannot 
be  removed  by  the  church  itself;  or  whether  there  is  any  just 
objection  to  their  coming  as  a  council.  If  after  all,  they  ai*e  yet 
apprehensive  that  necessity  requires  a  council,  they  then  read 
their  letters  to  the  churches,  who  appoint  delegates  accordingly. 
The  council  coming  on  the  spot,  proceed  to  as  ptiblic  a  hearing 
as  they  can  have,  (namely,  in  the  meeting-house).  If  they  find 
the  person  to  have  received  palpable  injury,  they  endeavor  to 
convince  the  church  of  it,  and  advise  them  to  restore  the  injured 
person  unto  his  former  standing.  —  (Ratio  Discipliua:,  pp.  158— 
162.) 
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The  foregoing  epitome,  mostly  in  the  words,  and  always  to 
the  substance  of  Dr.  Mather's  statement,  stands  in  bold  contrast 
to  the  rash  and  headlong  course  in  the  present  case ;  and  if 
each  truly  represents  its  own  time,  how  meekly  does  the  Chris- 
tian love  of  that  barbarous  age,  as  it  is  sometimes  called,  rebuke 
the  boasted  humanity  of  the  present  I 

Now  without  saying  or  thinking  that  all  of  the  specified 
forms,  described  as  the  practice  of  the  first  hundred  years  of 
New  England  Congregationalism,  should,  one  and  all,  be  pre- 
cisely copied  at  the  present  day,  we  yet  feel  constrained  to  say, 
that  their  spirit  should  never  be  lost  sight  of,  nor  their  substance 
ever  be  disregarded,  so  long  as  Christianity  and  its  ministers 
shall  be  needed  on  earth. 

Is  this,  then,  such  an  occasion,  such  an  exigency  for  an  sr 
parte  council  as  necessity  tolerates,  and  lynx-eyed  usage  sanc- 
tions ?  Is  it  a  case  of  palpable  hardships  —  a  necessity  not  to 
be  put  off?  These  are  questions  which  other  questions  may 
best  answer. 

Had,  then,  what  was  charged  on  the  appellant  the  nahire  of 
an  offence  ?  On  this  point  die  law  is  too  clear,  too  express,  for 
more  than  one  opinion.  Was,  then,  the  offence  charged,  actual? 
This,  too,  is  beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt ;  for  it  was  not  only 
confessed,  but  aggravated  by  coarse  and  insolent  repetition  in 
pi*esence  of  the  church  ;  and  who  does  not  know  tliat  such  an 
offence  in  open  court  makes  proof  superfluous !  Did  not  the 
nature  and  circumstances  of  the  offence  require  undelayed  action 
and  censure?  Doubtless;  for  a  scandalous  report,  with  its 
train  of  miscljiefs,  has  always  the  start  and  advantage  of  con- 
tradiction, and  is  only  encouraged  by  delay,  to  augment  itself 
and  bring  forth  other  scandals.  But  could  any  longer  time,  or 
any  additional  skill  be  wanting  for  the  defence  of  the  accused  ? 
No  length  of  time,  nor  any  amount  of  skill  can  disprove  or 
change  the  nature  of  a  notorious  and  confessed  fault.  Could, 
then,  any  modification  of  the  process  of  discipline  have  changed 
its  issue  ?  From  what  has  already  been  shown,  it  was  evidently 
im{x>ssible.  Finally,  was  the  censure  of  the  offender  dispropoi^ 
tionatc  to  the  offence  ?  This  cannot  be  pretended  by  any  one 
who  considers  the  peremptory  demand  and  manifest  purpose  of 
the  law  violated,  —  to  say  nothing  of  a  violated  covenant. 

What,  then,  was  the  hardship  ?  "  Was  it  palpable  ?  "  Was 
it  in  any  way  discernible?  Was  it  imaginable,  but  by  a 
dreamy,  impassioned  fancy  ?  No  council,  mutual  or  ex  parte,  can 
find  it,  or  semblance  of  it.  The  hunting  for  it  is  an  occupation 
as  undignified  as  it  must  be  unsucceasfid.    It  ill  comports  wilb 
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Che  presumed  gravity  and  wisdom,  not  to  say  honesty,  of  such 
an  ecclesiastical  gathering,  however  secret,  in  the  renowned 
metropolis  of  New  England. 

What,  then,  was  the  ex  parte  council  contrived  and  got  up  for  ? 
Verily,  its  prime  agents  know  full  well;  and  common  sense 
should  he  disciplined,  if  at  fault  in  divining. 

But  if,  indeed,  it  can  be  that  there  is  not  yet  light  enough  on 
the  unmatched  folly  and  perverseness  of  such  a  council,  a  flood 
of  light  shall  now  be  poured  upon  it,  to  test  the  obstinacy  of 
sealed  up  eye-balls.  This  brings  us  to  the  last  topic  we  have 
time  to  discuss,  namely,  the  composition  of 'the  ex  parte  counciL 

And  in  this  conclusion  of  our  protest,  we  are  conscious  of 
needed  grace  to  restrain  the  natural  force  which  the  intent  con- 
sideration of  so  flagrant  injustice  imparts  to  the  language  of  in- 
dignant minds.  If  we  exceed  the  bounds  of  staid  discretion,  we 
offer  no  apology  but  its  evident  cause.  Nevertheless,  we  will 
endeavor  not  to  overstep  the  bounds  of  Christian  moderation 
and  due  fidelity  to  the  council  and  to  truth. 

Who,  then,  compose  the  council  ?  —  And  what  their  right  to 
sit  in  any  case  which  concerns  us  or  our  pastor  ?  These  are 
questions  of  moment,  and  they  shall  be  carefully  answered. 
Two  other  questions  are  involved  in  our  reply :  First,  Are  the 
members  of  this  council  in  fellowship  with  us  and  our  pastor  ? 
Second,  Are  they  an  impartial  council  f  The  true  answer  to 
the  Jirst  of  these  questions  requires  a  preliminary  statement  of 
principles  and  fact',  which  are  as  follows :  — 

All  Congregational  councils  are  advisory ;  and  all  acts  of 
such  councils  are  acts  of  acknowledged  fellowship  with  those 
whom  they  advise.  The  right  to  advise  is  based  on  fellowship 
existing  at  the  time  of  advising.  It  has,  and  can  have,  no  other 
foundation.  We  know  not  that  this  principle  has  ever  been 
denied  or  questioned  by  any  Congregational  authority  whatever. 
The  principle  is  too  plain  to  leave  room  for  doubt.  The  Plat- 
form is  clear,  on  this  point  abundantly  teaching  that  the  whole 
fabric  of  councils  rests  on  fellowship  with  all  concerned  in  their 
doings.  —  (Ch.  15,  sees.  1,  2.) 

Ex  parte  councils  are  no  exception  to  the  foregoing  principle, 
for  the  nature  of  the  case  determines  the  principle.  Were  it 
otherwise,  Congregational  churches  might  assume  to  interfere, 
by  council,  with  the  discipline  and  other  internal  concerns  of 
Baptist,  Methodist,  or  Episcopal  churches.  The  practice  of  ex 
parte  councils  is  expressive  of  the  principle  of  fellowship  as  its 
foundation.  The  whole  process  of  an  ex  parte  council,  from  its 
call  to  its  result,  as  historically  given  by  Cotton  Mother^  and 
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already  epitomized  in  this  protest,  is  declarative  of  fellowship. 
What  he  so  illustrates  by  usage,  is  cleared  of  possible  doubt, 
when  in  conclusion  he  expressly  states,  that  if  the  church  which 
inflicts  the  palpable  injustice  ascertained  by  the  council,  shall 
obstinately  persist  in  their  oppression,  the  churches  represented 
in  that  ex  parte  council  may  "  witlidraw  communion  "  from  that 
church  —  terms  which  imply  existence  of  communion  till  so 
withdrawn.  —  (Riit.  Disc  p.  161.) 

Thus  it  is  clear,  from  a  just  theoretical  principle ;  from  the 
constant  and  universal  treatment  of  each  other  by  different  de- 
nominations of  Christians ;  from  the  full  import  of  the  Platform 
in  its  chapter  on  councils;  and  from  the  faithfully  recorded 
practice  of  the  Congregational  churches  of  New  England,  that 
councils,  mutual  and  ex  parte,  have  their  foundation  in  recognized 
felloxcship. 

Is,  then,  such  acknowledged  fellowship  a  reality,  in  respect  to 
this  church  and  the  churches  represented  in  the  ex  parte  council 
by  their  four  clerical,  and  five  lay  delegates  ?  We  say  four 
clerical  delegates,  for  the  lay  delegate  of  the  Essex  Street 
church  is  present  without  his  pastor,  who,  wnth  delicjite  scruples 
of  propriety,  as  it  seems,  has  in  form  declined  attending !  llis 
letter,  on  the  tiles  of  your  scribe,  who  was  careful  to  notify  to 
this  church  and  it^  pastor  the  place  and  time  of  your  adjourn- 
ment, we  have  not  seen  ;  nor  was  our  pastor  permitted  to  take 
a  copy  of  it,  or  even  to  see  it,  though  making  known  his  pur- 
pose to  use  it  at  the  adjourned  meeting  should  its  character  and 
the  occasion  require  it.  But  though  denied  a  copy,  or  even  the 
inspection  of  the  letter,  as  his  right,  he  was  yet  favored  by  the 
scribe  with  some  hints,  from  memory,  of  its  modest  import 
Truly  such  sensitive  scruples  had  a  gracious  seeming,  —  an  air 
of  meekness,  and  surface  of  sanctity.  But,  after  all,  whose 
hand,  in  darkness,  was  so  busy  as  the  hand  of  Dr.  Adams,  in 
this  aflTair  from  which  he  so  sensitively  shrinks  in  daylight? 
From  first  to  last  his  stealthy  movements  and  scarcely  breathed 
anxieties  have  been  betrayed.  If  the  word  of  the  appellant 
may  be  credited  in  a  matter  which  she  was  interested  to  con- 
ceal, and  so  interested  as  afterwards  to  deny  what  she  had 
alHrnied  on  the  subject,  then  was  Dr.  Adams  her  "  spiritual 
adviser,"  and  the  instigator  of  this  second  ecclesiastical  enter- 
prise against  our  pastor,  at  its  beginning !  And  how  near  the 
end  of  it,  think  ye,  was  the  skittish  author  of  that  letter,  pushing 
on  the  enterprise  he  has  so  early  begun  ?  Trusting  the  letter, 
none  would  suspect.  And  yet,  but  a  few  days  before  he  penned 
that  letter  to  the  council,  he  presented  the  letter  missive  of  his 
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spiritual  client  to  the  Essex  Street  Church,  and  to  aiiticipate  or 
remove  their  doubts,  advocated  the  propriety  of  complying  with 
her  request  to  send  him,  with  a  lay  delegate,  to  this  council ! 
But  though  he  is  not  present  in  person,  is  he  not,  as  a  duly  en- 
rolled member  of  the  Essex  Street  Church,  himself  represented 
in  the  council  by  the  lay  delegate  and  deacon  of  that  church,  — 
io  say  nothing  of  the  influential  relation  of  a  pastor  to  an  under 
officer  of  his  church  ?  We  will  not  charge  the  letter  of  Dr. 
Adams  with  insincerity,  but  it  can  hardly  fail  to  occur  to  a 
reflecting  mind,  that  if  his  sensitive  scruples  had  been  of  an 
earlier  date,  or  had  they  existed  in  private  as  well  as  in  public, 
he  would  not  have  been  liable  to  the  suspicion  of  hypocrisy. 

But  wliat  shall  be  said  when  those  facts  are  put  in  communi- 
cation with  this  other  fact,  that  for  years,  down  to  the  calling 
of  the  council,  he  and  his  church  have  denied  fellowship,  the 
indispensable  and  essential  ground  of  a  council,  to  our  pastor 
and  his  church!  This  he  has  personally  done  in  several 
ways,  —  by  open,  emphatic  declarations  and  expressive  acts. 
One  of  these  declarations  we  at  present  omit,  to  avoid  repeti- 
tion in  the  sequel  of  this  protest,  in  which  we  shall  have  occa- 
sion to  use  it  on  a  broader  scale.  One  of  the  expressive  acts 
referred  to,  is,  according  to  the  statement  of  his  client,  the  ex- 
amination of  an  unrecommended  member  of  our  church,  pre- 
liminary to  admission  into  his,  knowing  that  she  was  then  in 
fellowship  with  ours,  thus  not  only  denying  fellowship  with  this 
church,  but  tampering  with  her  solemn  covenant  obligation,  — 
an  obligation  cherished  in  all  our  churches,  and  such  as  is  ex- 
pressly recognized  in  the  covenant  of  his  own  church.  Nor  is 
this  act,  so  expressive  of  denied  fellowship,  by  any  means  sin- 
gle and  alone ;  for  when  members  of  his  own  church  applied 
for  admission  into  ours,  he  not  only  resisted  but  overcame  the 
actual  vote  of  a  majority  of  his  church  to  recommend  them  to 
ours,  —  deterring  them  from  their  declared  purpose  by  a  threat, 
that  sooner  than  he  would  duly  acknowledge  their  act,  he  would 
resign  his  office  as  their  pastor  I 

And  now,  reverend  moderator,  can  the  particular  fellowship 
of  Dr.  Adams  with  this  church,  or  the  more  general  fellowship 
of  his  flock  with  it,  be  acknowledged  by  yourself  and  your 
associates  in  council  ?  Can  the  fellowship  of  either  the  cleri- 
cal or  the  lay  delegates  appointed  and  chosen  by  the  Essex 
Street  Church,  be  assumed  for  transient  use  in  an  ex  parte  coun- 
cil, and  yet  be  constantly  denied  in  all  other  concerns !  The 
absurdity  is  too  gross,  and  the  claim  too  shameless  to  be  enter- 
tained anywhere.    And  can  you  entertain  it,  reverend  modera- 
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tor  and  gentlemen  of  the  coancil,  in  your  own  reverend  and 
fmlernal  body  ?     Ileavca  forbid ! 

Itut  Dr.  Adams,  we  are  sorry  to  have  occasion  to  say  it,  b 
not  alone  in  llio  assumption  of  power  to  sit  in  council  on  the 
concerns  of  a  cliurch  whoso  fellowship  is  denied.  We  would 
gbdly  withhold  both  the  fact  and  ihe  names  of  tho^e  concerned 
in  il,  if  this  might  be  done  with  duty  lo  ourselves  and  the  Chris- 
tian public.  Who,  then,  reverend  moderator  and  gentlemen  of 
tlio  council,  are  the  especial  persons  in  the  same  unfortunate 
condemnation  with  Dr.  Adams  in  their  denial  of  fellowship 
with  tliis  churcl),  and  tiie  presumption  to  act  in  council  in  its 
own  concerns?  Tvurielf,  reverend  moderator,  and  the  majority 
of  your  clerical  coadjulors  ? 

Will  it  be  credited,  thai,  of  the  five  churches  represented  in 
council,  four  have,  by  the  assumption  and  public  written  decla- 
rntiun  of  their  pastors,  denied  us  Christian  fellowship!  The 
filth,  their  scribe,  is  associated  with  them  probably  without  a 
knowledge  of  their  incompetency.  But  what  might  seem  a 
fiction,  is  only  a  stranger  truth.  The  evidence  in  respect  to  the 
modest  absentee,  has  been  in  port  given,  tlie  remtuuder  having 
been  postponed  for  its  broader  use  in  the  pi'esent  connection. 
The  proof  thus  reserved  is  documentary,  —  not  resting  on 
rnmor ;  on  one  discredited  witness ;  on  fmil  memory  of  any  indi- 
vidual, nor  on  the  parol  testimony  of  credible,  concurring  wit- 
nesses, but  the  incontrovertible  black  and  wliitc,  prcpart'd  with 
no  possible  forecast  of  ila  use  on  this  or  any  other  special  an- 
noyance of  this  church  and  its  pastor.  It  is  a  documi:nt  now 
l«^tbi-c  us,  in  the  handiTriting  of  I>r.  Adams  himself,  signed  fcy 
his  own  proper  liand,  and  by  the  joint  bands  of  EdwunI 
Uecclicr,  George  \f.  Itlagden,  and  Edward  N.  Xirk,  all  of 
wliom  arc  present  members  of  the  council ! 

Tins  document  is  a  protest,  addressed  and  delivered  to  the 
regular  council  met  for  the  installation  of  our  present  pastor, 
and  is  dated  November  19,  1845,  the  day  of  his  induction  into 
office,  in  which  ]>rolest  itd  signers  declare,  in  respect  to  us  and 
onr  pastor,  "It  u  impossihle  for  ti»,  however  much  we  miyU 
desire  it,  lo  glee  him  or  to  any  church  thai  may  employ  him, 
our  miniaterial fellowship" . 

Let  those  words,  and  Ihc  import  of  those  words,  bo  carefully 
pondered,  not  forgetting  by  whose  hand  they  were  penned. 
Putting  their  origin  and  their  inherent  import  together,  they 
have  a.  force  and  breadth  of  meaning  that  might  be  over- 
looked,  if  >!onsidered  nlone.  Did  not  its  writer  intend,  and 
mean  to  have  il  understood,  that  the  denial  of  minitiendftiliM- 
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Mp  proclaimed,  was  a  denial  of  all  Christian  fellowship  with 
those  contemplated  in  the  declaration  above  cited  ?  Can  there 
be  a  reasonable  doubt  on  this  point  ?  Dr.  Adams  was  then 
sore  at  the  acquittal  of  Mr.  Fairchild  by  a  verdict  of  jury,  and 
by  a  concurrent  provisional  result  of  council,  and  especially  by 
the  call  of  an  able  and  venerable  ecclesiastical  council  for  his 
installation  over  a  church  so  near  the  sanctity  of  his  own. 
Those  wounds  and  bruises  have  not  even  yet  been  mollified 
with  ointment.  With  a  papal  will  in  his  bosom,  did  he  not 
frame  that  protest  as  a  papal  hidl^  to  put  us  and  our  pastor 
under  the  ban  of*  his  holiness,  that  the  hand  of  every  minister 
and  every  church  might  be  against  us?  Wlio,  reading  that 
protest  with  open  eyes,  can  mistake  this  breadth  of  purpose  ?  — 
no  ministerial  felloicship  witJi  him  nor  any  church  that  may 
employ  him!  To  doubt,  is  to  condemn  common  sense.  But 
what  that  protest  meant  at  the  time  it  was  written,  may  be  seen 
by  its  shadow  protracted  on  the  Essex  Street  Church,  and  there 
abiding  for  so  many  years,  down  to  the  calling  of  this  council. 
Their  practice,  against  their  declared  vote,  in  cases  already 
stated,  —  a  practice  instigated  with  menace  by  the  writer  of  the 
protest,  —  is  an  unmistakable  apocalypse  of  its  meaning  and 
carci'ul  intent.  Nor  has  any  practice  of  any  church  whose 
pastor  signed  that  protest,  as  yet  signified  a  different  interpre- 
tation of  that  vindictive  document,  thougli  we  have  a  pleasure 
in  stating  that  we  have  heard  that  Rev.  Dr.  Blagden  long  ago 
expressed  in  private  his  regret  at  consenting  to  the  protest. 

It  is,  then,  established  by  accumulated  and  redundant  proof, 
that  fellowship  is  the  basis  of  all  councils ;  —  that  where  fellow- 
ship is  not,  assumption  to  act  in  council  is  a  usurpation  ;  —  that 
at  least /our  out  of  the  five  churches  represented  in  the  ex  parte 
council,  are  in  declared  and  practical  non-fellowship  witli  those 
whose  concerns  they  have  assumed  to  review  and  advise  upon ;  — 
and  thai,  consequently,  their  action  as  a  council  is  a  usurpation, 
and  as  such  is  wholly  null  and  void.  It  now  remains  that  we  con- 
sider the  second  question  proposed  in  respect  to  the  composition 
of  the  ex  parte  council,  namely,  —  Is  this  an  impartial  council  ? 

Chronic  animosities  seldom  die,  but  with  their  owners.  Re- 
sentments and  prejudices  are  only  milder  forms  of  the  same 
disease.  Not  even  the  physician  and  the  balm  in  Gilead  are 
apt  to  do  more  than  mitigate  the  rankling  hurt  of  the  daughter 
of  Zion.  The  strong  comprehension  of  this  truth  will  unlock  a 
multitude  of  others.  Its  application  to  the  present  cxise  is  al- 
most self-suggested,  and  wUl  therefore  give  brevity  to  our  con- 
cluding remarks. 
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From  what  has  been  already  developed  in  the  progress  of 
our  protest,  it  cannot  but  be  seen  by  a  calm  observer,  that  no 
greater  indiscretion,  not  to  say  madness  and  folly  could  possess 
wise  and  good  men,  than  the  enterprise  in  which  this  council  are 
80  zealously  engaged.  Had  such  a  tale  from  such  a  quarter  as 
the  unsupported  story  of  Mrs.  Hunting  come  to  the  ear  of  any 
minister  in  this  council,  against  the  reputation  of  any  other  of 
its  elders,  he  would  have  suffered  it  to  pass  by  as  the  idle  wind. 
And  perhaps  if  their  memories  wander  back  from  this  case  to 
more  opprobrious  slanders  nearer  home  —  slanders  which,  to 
say  the  least,  rest  on  better  authority  than  the  present  —  they 
wUl  the  more  readily  comprehend  the  danger  of  listening  with 
biased  ears  to  the  suspicious  story  of  one  whose  general  veracity 
is  none  of  the  best ;  and  they  will  see  the  value  of  the  apostolic 
rule  already  cited,  with  due  comment  and  application.  But  by 
what  principle  or  rule  of  civil  or  ecclesiastical  courts,  is  our  pas- 
tor, who  demeans  himself  among  us  as  an  exemplwy  minister 
of  the  gospel,  to  be  condemned,  or  at  all  proceeded  against,  in 
a  way  which  this  council  would  shrink  from  in  a  case  to  arise, 
or  having  actually  arisen,  among  themselves  ?  He  values  his 
reputation  above  his  life.  We  esteem  it,  and  need  it  as  your 
flocks  do  yours.  And  is  it  not  due  to  us  and  to  him,  that  his 
reputation  stand  or  fall  by  the  same  law,  and  the  same  admin- 
isti^ation  of  law,  which  sinks  or  supports  your  own  ?  The  dif- 
ference of  administration  which  you  have  assumed  in  respect  to 
our  pastor,  in  the  face  of  reason  and  express  apostolic  command, 
is  of  itself,  strongly  presumptive  of  a  bias  unbecoming  the  holy 
ministers  and  other  servants  of  our  blessed  Lord  and  Redeemer. 
But  that  bias,  the  belief  of  which  is  ascertained  by  an  trre- 
sistihle  presumption,  is  abundantly  proved  by  a  series 'of  facts 
'vhich  cannot  be  gainsayed.  And  yet  the  proof  already  given, 
is  but  a  little  part  of  the  product  of  years  whose  memory  is 
crowded  with  melancholy  records  of  prejudice  and  animosity. 

Passing  by  the  most  of  which  needs  the  broadest  mantle  of 
Christian  charity,  we  feel  compelled  to  advert  briefly  to  another 
fact,  which  of  itself  is  a  signal  answer  to  the  question  now  before 
us,  Is  this  an  impartial  council  f 

It  is  well  known,  that  in  1845,  the  Suffolk  South  Association 
from  whose  limits  this  council  is  mostly  gathered,  placed  on  tlieir 
records  a  preamble  and  vote  derogatory  to  the  character  of  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild,  —  a  preamble  and  vote  which  the  protest 
at  his  installation  was  meant  to  enforce,  and  which  some  of  the 
ablest  men  and  jurists  of  this  Commonwealtli,  nay  of  this  coun- 
try, have  deliberately  affirmed  to  be  false  and  libellous.    Our 
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pastor,  afler  its  long  concciilmcnt,  at  length  learned  its  existence 
and  character,  and  endeavored,  ineffectually,  to  persuade  that 
association  to  erase  the  slanderous  record.  Baffled  in  this  at- 
tempt to  persuade  them  to  do  an  act  of  duty  to  themselves  as 
well  as  to  him,  he,  at  last,  afler  careful  advice  of  the  most  learned 
and  prudent  council,  commenced  a  suit  at  law,  for  relief  and  re- 
dress, against  Dr.  Adams,  a  zealous  and  influential  member  of 
the  association,  and  not  less  busy  in  that  matter  than  in  so  many 
others  in  relation  to  our  pastor  and  ourselves. 

Close  associations  of  all  sorts  naturally  breed  self-favor  among 
present  and  acting  members.  As  common  sense  is  no  stranger 
to  this  law  of  the  human  mind,  so  the  Suffolk  South  Association 
is  no  exception  to  its  efHcacy.  But  in  the  case  of  the  imputed 
libel,  there  is  a  twofold  force  of  cohesion, — a  pressure  from 
without,  as  well  as  mutual  attraction  within.  If  a  libel  was 
perpetrated,  other  members  of  the  association  were  particeps 
criminisy  though  such  j)articipation  may  not  have  been  with 
equal  guilt.  And  thougli  the  actual  grasp  of  the  law  was  not 
felt  by  themselves,  how  could  their  sympathies  keep  away  from 
tlie  principal  whose  accomplices  they  must  have  been  in  that 
which,  if  a  crime,  had  also  the  look  of  a  conspiracy  ?  But  this 
sympathy  —  sympathy  earnest  and  efficient  —  is  not  a  matter 
of  inference,  but  a  fact  substantially  expressed ;  for  while  oar 
pastor  was  penniless  from  oppression,  and  in  need  of  aid  which 
our  scanty  means  and  many  calls  could  not  supply,  and  wiiile 
the  defendant  had  amj^le  wealth  and  a  flock  with  golden  fleeces, 
his  sympathizing  abettors  in  the  imputed  libel,  two  of,  whom 
are  members  of  the  ex  parte  council,  actually  fleeced  their  own 
flocks,  —  not  for  him  who  was  needy  and  oppressed,  but  foi 
him  who  was  increased  in  worldly  goods,  having  need  of  noth- 
ing! 

Need  we  go  further  than  to  this  signal  fact  for  decisive  proof 
of  strong  bias,  and  the  conclusive  settlement  of  the  question,  Is 
this  an  impartial  council  f  II«d  we  lefl  out  all  the  evidence 
preceding  this  uncommendable  fact,  (in  respect  to  which  we  are 
happy  to  say  the  pastor  of  the  Old  South  is  an  exception,  not 
being  a  member  of  that  association,)  still  with  that  fact  solitary 
and  unsupported  by  concurrent  facts  from  any  quarter,  our  ques- 
tion would  have  no  point  on  which  to  hang  a  doubt.  But  there 
is  one  fact  more  which  makes  it  most  of  all  unfit,  not  to  say  un- 
ministerijil,  unchristian,  unmannerly,  and  altogether  shameful 
for  pastors  so  committed  to  an  unjust  balance,  to  pretend  to 
weigh  in  council  the  interests  either  of  our  pastor  or  ourselves. 

This  reserved,  and  lost  fact,  which  so  aggravates  the  wrong 
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of  assuming  and  usurping  seats  in  council,  is,  that  the  suit  at 
law  is  still  pending,  waiting  for  the  legal  opinion  of  the  supreme 
court,  which  may  not,  and  jet  which  may,  result  in  a  new  trials 
—  a  trial  hoped  for  by  one  party,  and  feared  by  the  other,  —  a 
trial  which  beforehand,  such  members  of  the  council  would  be 
as  prompt  to  influence  by  their  prejudiced  result,  as  they  were 
ready  after  the  former  trial,  and  while  the  case  was  not  finally 
issued,  to  assess  their  churches  far  the  defendants  costs  of  suit  I 

Rev.  Moderator  and  Gentlemen  of  the  Council,  lay  and  cleri- 
cal, our  protest,  in  full,  we  now  leave  in  your  hands«  We  have 
plainly  told  plain  truths,  and  have  used  a  freedom  whose  occa- 
sion of  your  own  making  we  are  deeply  sorry  for.  To  have 
been  silent,  or  to  have  said  less,  would  have  been  a  betrayal  of 
a  sacred  trust ;  while  not  to  have  spoken  boldly  would  have 
been  a  moral  cowardice  for  which  conscience  would  have  dogged 
us  with  upbraidings  into  another  world.  We  have  but  exhib- 
ited in  the  light  of  a  faithful  narrative,  and  the  demonstration 
of  relevant  principles,  a  professedly  ecclesiastical  transaction, 
at  wliich  justice  revolts  and  Christian  honor  is  indignant 

Our  work,  thus  far,  is  done  ;  and  waits,  with  conscious  recti- 
tude, your  own.  We  have  acted  in  the  fear  of  God,  and  can 
trust  in  the  smile  of  His  Providence.  We  give  thanks  to  him 
for  strength  in  weakness,  and  pray  that  he  may  give  you  wisdom 
to  be  faithful  to  yourselves. 

Done  in  church  meeting  at  South  Boston,  October  12,  1852. 

C.  Walton,  -Church  Clerlu 

The  council  remained  in  secret  session  and  as  I  was 
told  at  the  time,  without  any  recess,  till  after  10  o'clock 
at  night,  and  at  last  finished  their  inglorious  work  with 
the  following  decision :  — 

"  That  owing  to  the  peculiar  relations  of  the  pastor  of  the 
Payson  Church  to  the  churches  represented  in  this  council,  we 
deem  it  inexpedient  to  express  an  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the 
case.  E.  Beeoher,  ModeraUn-. 

A  true  copy,  —  Attest,  R.  W.  Clark." 

If,  after  hearing  the  preceding  protest,  they  had 
come  to  some  such  result  as  the  following :  "  We  are 
satisfied  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Payson  Church  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hunting  have  been  in  accord- 
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ance  with  the  platform  of  our  churches  and  the  rules 
of  the  gospel,  and  that,  therefore,  we  have  nothing  to 
do  in  the  premises,"  — if,  I  say,  they  had  come  to  some 
such  result,  we  should  have  overlooked  the  fact  that 
they  came  together  without  any  ecclesiastical  authority. 
But  making  up  such  a  result,  attributing  to  the  churches 
what  properly  belonged  to  themselves  is,  to  say  the 
least,  an  exhibition  of  a  spirit  and  temper  unbecoming 
the  professed  followers  of  Christ. 


CHAPTER  XXVIII. 

Near  the  conclusion  of  the  preceding  protest,  it  is 
stated  that  my  suit  at  law  with  Dr.  Adams,  which  the 
referees  decided  in  August,  1851,  is  still  pending,  wait- 
ing for  the  legal  opinion  of  the  supreme  court,  whither 
my  junior  counsel  had  carried  it,  hoping  that  the  full 
bench  would  lay  aside  the  award  and  grant  a  new  triaL 
But  at  the  November  term,  1852,  the  court  decided,  in 
substance,  that  as  I  consented  to  submit  the  case  to 
referees  and  made  them  judges  both  of  law  and  evi- 
dence, I  had  put  the  matter  out  of  their  hands,  and 
therefore  had  no  legal  claim  on  them  to  rectify  any  mis- 
take, which,  if  committed,  must  have  been  my  own,  by 
consenting  to  such  a  reference.  "When  this  decision 
was  publicly  announced,  many  people  seemed  to  infer 
that  it  was  a  declaration  from  the  full  bench,  that  the 
award  of  the  referees  was  a  righteous  one,  and  that  Dr 
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Adams's  conduct  towards  me  was  fully  justified.  In 
order  to  rectify  this  mistake,  a  friend  of  mine,  residing 
many  miles  from  Boston,  sent  a  communication  to  the 
editor  of  the  Boston  Courier^  which  was  inserted  in  that 
paper  the  14th  of  January,  1853,  and  soon  after  in  sev- 
eral other  papers.  I  will  here  quote  a  part  of  that  ar- 
ticle. 

Mr.  Editor,  —  Having  learned  from  various  quarters,  that 
the  recent  decision  of  the  supreme  court  in  the  case  o^  Fairchild 
V.  Adams,  is  essentially  misapprehended,  we  crave  a  space  in 
your  journal  to  correct  the  mi^^take. 

It  has  been  inferred  from  the  failure  of  the  plaintiff  to  sustain 
his  action  for  libel,  that  tlie  defendant  vindicated  in  court  the 
truth  of  what  was  charged  against  him  as  libellous.  Such  an 
inference,  however,  is  entirely  groundless,  as  will  be  seen  at 
once  by  the  fact  that  Dr.  Adams  did  not  venture  to  rest  his  de- 
fence on  the  truth  of  the  record  charged  as  libellous,  but  care- 
fully shunning  a  reliance  on  such  an  issue,  pleaded  his  privilege 
/as  a  comember  with  Mr.  Fairchild,  of  the  Suffolk  South  Asso- 
ciation, to  say  and  record  what  he  might  neither  reconi  nor  say, 
in  his  private  and  unassociated  capacity,  without  incurring  a 
legal  responsibility. 

On  that  j)lea  —  the  j)loa  of  privilege  —  and  on  no  other,  was 
Dr.  Adams  acquitted  of  libel  by  the  referees ;  and  the  question 
before  the  supreme  court  was,  whether  an  award,  sustained  and 
grounded  on  such  a  plea,  was  according  to  law ;  and  not  at  all 
whether  the  words  charged  as  libellous  were  true. 

As,  therefore,  the  acquittal  of  Dr.  Adams  was  in  no  manner 
or  degree  based  on  the  truth  of  the  record  made  and  retained  by 
his  special  agency,  but  solely  and  exclusively  on  the  ground  of 
legcd  privilege  to  record  what  is  false,  with  the  same  impunity  as 
if  true,  it  is  a  simple  act  of  justice  that  this  principle  of  juridical 
law  be  undei*stood  by  the  whole  community. 

We  habitually  entertain  a  high  regard  for  the  learning,  the 
patient  labor,  and  the  high  integrity  of  the  supreme  court; 
ne\'ertheles8,  we  beheve  there  is  too  much  truth  in  the  prov- 
erb about  going  to  law,  that  *  good  luck  is  better  than  a  good 
cause.' 

In  the  final  decision  of  the  case  above  referred  to.  Dr.  Adams 
has  had  the  good  luck  to  escape  legally  unharmed,  though  the 
tribunal  of  a  more  lasting  common  sense  may  decree  for  the 
plaintiff.     Mr.  Fairchild's  hardship,  if  hardship  it  be,  is  by 
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DO  means  a  solitary  case;  for  law  and  justice  are  of^en  at 
odds. 

But  if  the  legal  question  wore  as  dear  as  cloudless  mid-day, 
and  all  minds  responded,  with  no  misgiving,  to  the  legal  pro- 
priety of  the  decision  pronounced  by  the  supreme  court,  still, 
however  sound  and  profitable  such  a  law  might  be  deemed  as  a 
general  principle,  there  is  a  question  beyond  and  above  it,  —  a 
question  which  comes  home  to  conscience  and  personal  honor, 
and  which  cannot  be  settled  by  legal  precedents  and  technical 
subtleties.  We  mean  the  question.  Why  is  that  record  of  the 
Suffolk  South  Association  allowed  by  Christian  ministers  to 
keep  its  place  with  such  unchristian  pertinacity  and  unseemly 
superciliousness,  against  one  who  stands  doubly  acquitted  by  an 
ecclesiastical  council  and  a  jury  of  his  country,  of  whatever  that 
record  alFirms  and  covets  to  affirm  ?  For  ourselves,  we  would 
rather,  a  thousand  fold,  be  the  afflicted  object  than  the  inflicting 
agent  of  so  unmanly,  not  to  say  so  dastardly  a  meanness.  So 
long  as  that  record  shall  not  be  obliterated,  by  whomsoever  it 
shall  be  kept,  it  will  record,  not  the  result  of  an  ecclesiastical 
council,  not  the  verdict  of  jury,  but,  in  the  light  of  both,  their 
own  want  of  Christian  magnanimity. 

But  turning  from  so  ungracious  a  theme,  we  are  gratified  to 
see  that  Mr.  Faircliild  bears  up  under  legal  disappointment  with 
characteristic  fortitude  and  energy.  We  are  glad  he  has  so 
much  to  encourage,  amid  so  much  to  dishearten  the  bravery  of 
the  soul.  The  generous  sympathy  which  has  been  expressed  to 
him  already  by  many  men  of  honorable  sentiment  and  high  po- 
sition in  society,  in  contributing  to  his  enterprise  for  erecting  a 
more  commodious  house  for  public  worsliip,  we  trust,  is  but  tho 
pledge  of  a  more  extended  bounty  to  crown  his  earnest  expec- 
tation of  useful  success.  Mant. 

I  have  already  stated  that  I  paid  one  half  of  the  ex- 
penses of  Dr.  Adams's  trial  before  the  referees,  and  also 
liow  I  came  to  pay  it.  The  half  which  Dr.  Adams  paid, 
and  which  the  decree  of  the  referees  required  me  to  pay 
back  to  him,  had  never  been  spoken  of  to  me  or  to  my^ 
counsel  till  the  appearance  of  the  preceding  communi- 
cation in  the  Courier.  But  immediately  after  its  ap- 
pearance. Dr.  Adams's  junior  counsel  sent  a  note  to  my 
junior  coimsel  demanding  payment  according  to  the 
decree  of  the  referees.     If  I  had  not  already  seen  so 
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many  strange  things  in  Dr.  Adams's  treatment  of  me,  I 
sliould    have    deemed    this    transaction    as    ^^ passing 
strange,"  if  not  "  wondrous  pUifulJ^     His  expenses  had 
already  been  paid,  not  from  his  own  purse,  but  from  the 
contributions  of  his  friends.     I  know  that  Messrs.  KiA 
and  Stone  had  given  their  obligation  to  pay,  at  a  speci- 
fied time,   what   was   deemed    their   just  proportion, 
amounting,  if  I  have  been  correctly  informed,  to  over 
two  hundred  dollars  each.     And  when  the  time  of  pay- 
ment arrived,  one  of  these  clergymen,  if  not  both,  called 
on  their  churches  to  contribute  for  this  object ;   and  it 
was  done.     I  was  told  by  a  gentleman  who,  I  think, 
could  not  have  been  joking,  that  on  a  certain  evening, 
one  of  Dr.  Adams's  deacons  called  at  his  house  and 
complained  of  being  very  tired,  for  he  had  just  com- 
pleted the  subscriptions  for  fifteen  hundred  dollars  to 
pay  the  expenses  of  Dr.  Adams's  trial,  the  same  gen- 
tleman remarking,  (what,  indeed,  I  had  repeatedly  heaid 
before,)  that  his  counsel  charged  five  hundred  dollars 
each.     It  would  seem,  then,  that  when  that  dunning  let- 
ter came  to  me,  Dr.  Adams  had  paid  his  counsel,  and 
all  his  expenses,  through  the  assistance  of  his  friends. 
And  yet  I  must  be  required  to  pay  that  demand  as  a 
gratuity  to  somebody,  for  the  privilege  of  being  slan- 
dered  in   the  worst  possible  form,  for  years,  by  Dr. 
Adams  to  his  heart's  content,  and  then  be  laughed  at 
for  presuming  to  call  in  question  his  perfect  right  to  do 
so!     To  such  an  imposition  I  would  not  submit     I 
told  my  counsel  to  say  to  Mr.  Hubbard  that  I  was 
ready,  at  any  time  which  might  best  suit  his  conven- 
ience, to  take  the  poor  debtor's  oath.     And  lest,  by  pos- 
sibility, I  might  have  something  more  than  the  law 
would  allow,  I  gave  my  junior  counsel,  who  has  served 
me  so  long  and  so  faithfiilly  for  no  reward  but  the  ap- 
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probation  of  his  conscience  in  defending  a  poor  and 
oppressed  clergyman,  once  the  pupil,  and  still  the  confi- 
dant of  his  venerated  father,  —  I  gave  him,  I  say,  a  bill 
of  sale  of  all  my  goods  and  chattels  which  might  sur- 
pass the  law's  allowance,  to  keep  them  from  the  grasp 
of  Dr.  Adams,  righteously  determining  that  he  had  no 
claim  in  equity  to  the  merest  trifle,  while  my  counsel 
had.  And  one  of  the  gentlemen  who  had  contributed 
for  Dr.  Adams,  gave  me  distinctly  to  understand  that 
people  were  induced  to  give  him  their  contributions  by 
its  being  suggested  to  them  that  they  ought  to  do  this, 
since  Dr.  Burgess  had  paid  all  my  expenses,  when  he 
had  not  given  me,  as  he  testified  on  oath  before  the  ref- 
erees, to  the  amount  of  fifty  cents  for  that  object.  No ; 
I  was  obliged  to  borrow  of  friends  most  of  what  I  paid 
to  the  referees,  and  I  owe  in  part  for  it  at  this  very  day 
However,  no  civil  officer  has  yet  been  sent  to  seize  my 
stinted  library,  or  to  take  me  to  jail,  there  to  testify  to 
my  inability  to  pay  Dr.  Adams  for  screening  himself 
from  merited  punishment,  behind  the  suspicious  claim 
of  privileg-e,  and  the  no  less  suspicious  /?fea  of  limitation. 
I  come  now  to  unfold  another  scene  of  iniquity  in 
this  drama,  which  perhaps  exceeds  any  and  every  other 
in  atrociousness  and  cold-blooded  villany.  After  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Hunting  had  been  suspended  from  our  com- 
munion about  one  year,  and  manifesting  no  signs  of 
penitence,  and  knowing,  as  we  did,  that  Dr.  Adams  was 
allowing  them  to  commune  with  his  church,  notwith- 
standing his  knowledge  of  their  suspension,  we  were 
about  passing  the  vote  of  excommunication  against 
them,  when  we  were  absolutely  confounded  at  an  exhi- 
bition of  depravity  and  recklessness  seldom  equalled, 
even  among  barbarians.  In  August,  1853, 1  was  absent 
some  ten  days,  soliciting  contributions  to  aid  in  the 
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erection  of  my  new  church.  I  returned  on  the  last 
Wednesday  in  the  month.  Mrs.  Fairchild  informed 
me  that  on  the  Monday  morning  preceding,  a  gentle- 
man had  called  to  see  me,  and  as  I  was  not  at  home, 
wished  for  a  private  interview  with  her.  He  introduced 
himself  by  the  name  of  Dr.  William  H.  Cooper,  resid- 
ing, he  said,  at  No.  1  Friend  Street,  Boston.  He  told 
her  that  he  had  come  to  discharge  a  duty  which  he 
owed  to  us  both ;  and  went  on  to  state  what  efforts  had 
recently  been  made  to  induce  him  to  sign  a  paper  certi- 
fying that  he  had  once  cured  me  of  an  infamous  dis- 
ease. He  showed  her  the  certificate  which  had  been 
brought  to  him  with  a  request  that  he  would  copy  and 
sign  it  It  was  in  the  handwriting  of  Reuben  Hmiting; 
and  here  I  give  a  literal  copy  of  the  original  now  lying 
before  me. 

Mr.  Reuben  Hunting  :  —  Sir,  —  On  condition  that  you  will 
make  only  a  private  use  of  this  information  in  trying  to  get 
your  rights,  I  feel  obliged  by  your  circumstances  to  comply  with 
your  request. 

Some  years  since,  and  after  he  had  been  in  Dr.  Hayward'a 
hands,  Rev.  Joy  II.  Fairchild  came  to  me  with  gonorrhia  viru' 
lefite,  and  I  treated  him  for  that  disorder,  and  cured  him.  —  Bos- 
ton, July,  1853. 

This  paper  Mr.  Hunting  requested  Dr.  Cooper  to 
copy  and  sign,  that  he  might  show  it  privately^  perhaps 
to  some  of  the  contributors  for  my  church,  and  thus 
poison  their  minds  against  me,  while  all  knowledge  of 
the  act  was  wholly  concealed  from  me,  so  that  I  could 
have  no  opportunity  to  meet  and  repel  the  slander. 

I  will  here  give  a  portion  of  Dr.  Cooper's  statement 
in  his  own  handwriting,  and  which  he  says  he  is  ready 
to  give  oath  to. 

Said  Hunting  did  present  me  with  the  above  certificate,  re- 
questing me  to  copy  and  sign  it.    He  assured  me  that  I  should 
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be  handsomely  remunerated, — that  he  was  sent  by  a  friend  of 
his  in  the  bank,  — •  that  there  was  plenty  of  money  in  the  bank, 
and  that  I  should  be  well  paid,  —  that  k  he  could  have  the  cer- 
tificate, all  would  go  right,  and  that  they  should  have  things 
just  as  they  wanted. 

The  doctor  farther  states  that  I  was  never  a  patient 
of  his,  and  that  he  never  knew  me  till  1850. 

As  Mr.  Hunting  was  still  a  member  of  the  church, 
being  only  suspended,  it  became  the  duty  of  the  breth- 
ren to  recommence  a  course  of  discipline  with  him  for 
this  new  offence.  Accordingly  the  committee  of  the 
church  called  on  him  and  told  him  what  had  come  to 
their  knowledge.  At  first  he  would  neither  confess  nor 
deny.  But  when  they  told  him  that  they  had  his  cer- 
tificate in  his  own  handwriting,  he  acknowledged  it. 
He  said  that  he  did  not  compose  the  certificate,  but  only 
copied  it.  He  was  urged  to  tell  who  did  compose  it, 
but  he  utteriy  refused.  When  the  committee  told  him 
what  Dr.  Cooper  had  said  about  his  being  sent  by  a 
fi'iend  in  a  bank,  he  very  tartly  replied,  "  The  doctor 
promised  not  to  tell  of  that."  He  finally  said  to  the 
committee  that  Deacon  Drake  was  the  first  person  who 
mentioned  Dr.  Cooper  to  him  in  connection  with  me, 
and  acknowledged  that  the  deacon  sent  him  to  Dr. 
Cooper  with  the  certificate.  He  afterwards  said  to  the 
committee  that  Deacon  Drake  did  not  tell  him  to  go  to 
Dr.  Cooper  J  but  to  some  doctor  to  get  it  signed.  He  also 
stated  to  the  committee  that  the  certificate  was  prepared 
several  months  before  he  carried  it  to  Dr.  Cooper ;  but 
for  certain  reasons  he  did  not  take  it  till  the  time  of  its 
date.  The  result  was  that  on  the  17th  day  of  Febru- 
ary, 1854,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hunting  were  excommunicated 
firom  the  church  by  a  unanimous  vote. 

The  clerk  of  the  Payson  Church  was  directed  to  for- 
ward to  the  clerk  of  the  Essex  Street  Church  a  certified 
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copy  of  onr  doings  in  this  matter,  to  be  communicated 
to  said  church.  Our  reasons  for  doing  this,  are  con- 
tained in  the  following  preamble  in  our  act  of  excom- 
munication :  — 

And  whereas  the  said  Hunting  and  wife  have  made  applica- 
tion for  admission  into  the  Union  Church,  Essex  street,  and,  as 
we  are  credibly  infomled,  do  now  regularly  commune  with  that 
church  at  the  Lord's  table,  and  though  Rev.  Dr.  Adams,  the 
pastor  of  said  church,  is  doubtless  aware  of  the  doings  of  the 
Payson  Church  in  relation  to  'fhese  persons,  having  been,  as 
they  say,  their  spiritual  adviser  in  this  matter  from  the  begin- 
ning: 

And  whereas,  the  pastor  and  brethren  of  the  Union  Church 
have  themselves  acknowledged  us  as  a  sister  church,  by  reading 
in  open  meeting  a  letter  missive,  and  voting  to  act  thereon  in 
the  appointment  of  a  delegate  to  attend  an  ex  parte  council, 
avowedly  for  the  purpose  of  reviewing  the  doings  of  the  Pay- 
son  Church ;  and  since  for  this  reason  espHjcially,  the  courtesy 
which  is  due  from  one  sister  church  to  another,  seems  to  require 
us  to  notify  the  Union  Church  of  our  action  in  the  premises,  to 
enable  them  to  act  understandingly  and  with  due  regard  to  their 
own  rules  and  their  obligations  to  sister  churches,  and  also  to 
correct  any  misrepresentations  which  may  have  been  made  to 
them  respecting  this  matter :  Therefore, 

Voted,  That  the  clerk  of  the  church  be  requested  to  send  a 
certified  copy  of  the  preceding  preamble  and  votes  to  the  clerk 
of  Union  Church,  Essex  street,  to  be  communicated  to  said 
church. 

The  clerk,  as  he  was  directed,  put  a  copy  of  our  act 
of  excommunication  with  its  reasons,  into  the  hands 
of  the  clerk  of  the  Essex  Street  Church,  to  be  commu- 
nicated. But  we  have  no  knowledge  that  it  was  ever 
read  to  that  church.  It  would  seem  that  Dr.  Adams 
was  quite  willing  to  have  his  church  acknowledge  us  as 
a  sister  church,  when  the  acknowledgment  might 
injure  us,  but  not  so,  when  it  might  benefit  us.  The 
consequence  was,  that  on  the  25th  day  of  March,  18S4, 
all  our  proceedings  in  relation  to  this  matter, — our  pre- 
ambles and  votes,  and  act  of  excommunication,  —  were 
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published  in  the  Boston  Courier,  preceded  by  "  an  ap- 
peal to  the  public,"  written  and  signed  by  myself,  in 
order  to  prevent  the  injurious  effects  which  might  result 
from  a  clandestine  use  of  such  certificates  as  Hunt- 
ing's. But  previous  to  its  publication,  I  signified  by  a 
note  to  Dr.  Adams  and  Deacon  Drake,  my  reluctance 
to  publish  a  document  so  seriously  implicating  them, 
and  my  readiness  to  suppress  it,  if  they  would  only 
make  me  Christian  reparation  for  the  many  wrongs 
they  had  done  me,  assuring  them  that  if  they  had  any 
wish  to  do  so,  they  could  communicate  with  me  either 
by  letter  or  some  mutual  friend.  But  they  both  re- 
mained silent. 

The  following  is  the  letter  which  I  addressed  to  Dr. 
Adams,  which  was  left  at  his  house  on  the  day  of  its 
date:  — 

South  Boston,  March  4, 1854. 
To  Rev.  N.  Adams:  — 

Sir,  —  Christian  duty  seems  to  require  me  to  address  to  you 
this  letter.  You  are  perfectly  aware  of  the  many  demon^%tra- 
tions  which  you  have  made  during  the  last  nine  years,  calcu- 
lated to  blivst  my  reputation,  to  destroy  my  usefulness,  to  break 
up  my  church,  and  to  wound  the  feelings  of  my  family  and 
friends.  I  have  neither  time  nor  inclination  now  to  partic- 
ularize them.  That  was  fully  done  in  a  letter  left  at  your  door 
on  the  morning  of  the  day  when  yoqr  ex  parte  council  met  for 
the  third  and  last  time,  —  a  letter  written  and  signed  by  a  hand 
which  never  could  have  taken  up  the  pen  to  address  you  on 
such  a  painful  subject,  had  not  a  deep  sense  of  wrong  impelled 
the  act.* 

I  have  been  firm  in  the  belief  for  years  that  a  kind  Provi- 
dence would,  in  due  time,  open  the  way  for  a  full  disclosure  to 
the  world,  of  your  most  unkind  and  unchristian  conduct  to- 
wards me.  That  time,  I  think,  has  now  arrived.  It  strikes  me 
that  no  person  of  candor  can  read  the  document  recently  sent 
by  my  church  to  yours,  without  coming  to  the  same  conclu- 

*  The  lottor  roforrod  to  was  writton  by  Mrs.  Foirchlld. 


356  REMARKABLE  INCIDENTS  IN  THE 

flion, — a  document  which,  it  is  presumed,  70a  have  seen  ani 
read.  And  I  cannot  but  express  to  you  my  feelings  of  deep 
sorrow  and  regret  that  you  have  acted  in  a  manner  so  incon- 
sistent with  your  character  and  profession. 

The  plan  utterly  to  accomplish  my  earthly  ruin,  as  devel- 
oped in  the  document  just  referred  to,  is  enough  to  astonish  and 
grieve  the  heart  of  every  good  man  who  may  read  it-  I  do 
not  say  that  you  aided  in  concocting  that  plan.  But  as  the  per- 
son who  carried  that  false  and  infamous  certificate  to  Dr. 
Cooper,  —  a  certificate  previously  prepared  and  expressed  in 
such  terms  as  to  make  sure  of  my  destruction,  and  to  be  used 
privatelyy  so  as  to  render  my  escape  impossible,  —  a  certificate 
which  the  doctor  was  requested  to  copy  and  sign  that  it  might 
do  the  surer  execution  by  appearing  in  the  same  handwrit- 
ing, —  as  the  person,  I  say,  who  attempted  such  a  fraud,  claims 
you  as  his  spiritual  adviser,  can  you  blame  me  for  asking  you 
if  you  were  not  consulted  in  the  matter,  and  whether  he  acted 
contrary  to  your  advice  ?  And  as  you  have  permitted  him  and 
his  wife  to  come  to  your  communion  table  for  many  months, 
when  you  were  fully  aware  that  they  were  suspended  members 
of  the  Payson  Church,  this  circumstance  shows  where  your 
sympathies  are,  and  seems  to  indicate  the  probability  at  least, 
that  you  were  consulted.  Be  this,  however,  as  it  may ;  it  is  cer- 
tain that  through  the  aid  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hunting,  you  have 
made  one  more  demonstration  (which  I  believe  is  the  thir- 
teenth) to  destroy  my  reputation  and  aisefulness  as  a  minister 
of  the  gospel.  You  have  listened  to  the  story  of  a  scandal- 
Woman,  and  advised  that  it  be  repeated  before  an  ex  parte 
council  that  it  might  be  credited,  and  bring  me  into  contempt, 
w^hen,  if  such  a  woman  had  told  the  same  story  to  you  against 
tlie  reputation  of  any  other  pastor  in  Boston,  you  would  have 
suffered  it  to  pass  by  as  the  idle  wind,  and  spumed  her  from 
your  presence,  and  not  dragged  the  story  out  of  her,  as  in  this 
woman's  case,  she  says  you  did.  Had  it  not  been  for  your  ad- 
vice, no  accusation  would  have  been  brought  by  her  against 
me,  and  of  course  no  discipline  would  have  been  necessary, 
and  no  ex  parte  council  called.  I  have  more  evidence  in  rela- 
tion to  this  matter  than  you  are  probably  aware  of.  But  I 
need  not  dwell  on  this  point.  Your  own  judgment  must  tell 
you  how  unjustifiable  your  whole  course  was  with  respect  to 
that  council,  and  that  you  were  instrumental  in  having  it  called, 
in  opposition  to  the  ecclesiastical  polity  of  IMassachu setts,  and 
contrary  to  the  advice  of  some  of  the  pastors  whom  you  con- 
sulted, —  a  cotincil  composed  of  pastors,  a  majority  of  whom 
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had  committed  themselves  against  me,  —  a  council  invited  by 
letters  missive  which  acknowledged  me  as  the  pastor  of  Payson 
Church,  and  which  you  i-ead  to  your  church,  and  advised  the 
brethren  to  comply  with  the  request,  and  to  appoint  a  delegate, 
and  which  appointment  was  made.  Now,  let  me  ask  you,  why 
was  this  acknowledgment  made  when  it  was  expected  to  operate 
to  my  injury,  but  studiously  withheld  when  it  could  benefit  me  ? 
an  acknowledgment  which  you  had  once  said  in  the  presence  of 
your  church,  that  you  would  sooner  resign  your  office  than 
make. 

But  my  object  in  addressing  you  is  not  to  reproach  you  for 
the  many  and  grievous  wrongs  which  you  have  done  me,  but 
rather  to  let  you  know  that  I  have  no  disposition  to  use  the 
power  now  in  my  hands  to  place  you  before  the  public  in  such 
an  unfavorable  position  as  the  publication  of  the  document  above 
referred  to,  must  place  you.  I  wish  to  feel  and  exhibit  the 
spirit  and  temper  of  Christ,  my  master.  And  my  great  anxiety 
now  is  to  ascertain  what  he  would  have  me  do.  There  has  been 
an  increasing  conviction  in  the  public  mind  for  years,  that  your 
treatment  of  me  has  been  any  thing  but  Christian,  —  that  it  has 
been  oppressive  and  vindictive,  —  that  you  have  undertaken  to 
place  yourself  above  the  decision  of  courts  and  councils,  and  to 
regard  your  own  opinion  as  paramount  to  all  other  considera- 
tions. The  developments  made  before  the  referees,  ami  your 
placing  yourself  for  defence,  not  on  the  Christian  power  of 
truth,  but  pleading  the  statute  of  limitations  and  the  law  of  priv- 
ilege, have  greatly  contributed  to  this  result ;  for  you  cannot 
make  this  intelligent  community  believe  that  clergymen  have 
any  such  privilege,  or  that  it  would  be  honorable  in  them  to 
plead  it,  if  they  had. 

I  think  now  that  the  climax  of  wrong  has  been  reached.  The 
persons  whom  you  have  counselled,  and  with  whom  you  have  been 
connected  in  compassing  my  destruction,  have  been  detected  in 
their  iniquitous  scheme.  Wise  and  good  men  have  advised  me 
to  make  the  case  public,  on  the  ground  that  this  last  act  would 
throw  the  clearest  light  on  all  which  might  before  have  been 
dark.  The  publication  of  this  matter  to  the  world,  I  fully  be- 
lieve, would  be  greatly  for  my  temporal  advantage.  But  I  am 
willing  to  sacrifice  interest  to  duty.  Obedience  to  the  gospel 
and  the  honor  of  the  ministry  are  vastly  more  imiK)rtant  than 
my  own  personsfl  interest.  I  will  therefore  say  to  you,  that  if 
you  are  disposed  to  make  Christian  reparation  for  the  many 
wrongs  you  have  done  me,  it  is  not  too  late  even  now.  The 
religion  which  I  teach  to  others,  and  which  I  desire  to  practise^ 
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seems  to  require  me  to  make  you  this  proposal  If  yon  re- 
ject it,  I  shall  not  regret  having  made  it ;  for  my  duty  will  have 
been  done.  I  shall  wait  a  reasonable  time,  that  yon  may,  if 
disposed,  communicate  with  me  on  the  subject  by  letter,  or  some 
mutual  friend,  such  as  Dr.  Woods  or  Dr.  Blagden.  I  can  as- 
sure you  that  if  I  have  occasion  to  publish,  my  object  will  be 
to  disabuse  the  public  mind,  and  to  defend  myself.  Both  law 
and  gospel,  —  common  sense  and  common  justice,  will  dedare 
such  a  publication  to  be  a  ^  privileged  communication,"  espeo- 
ially  in  consideration  of  the  many,  and  long  continued,  and  un- 
justifiable means  which  have  been  used  to  crush  and  ruin  me. 

Yours,  etc.  J.  H.  Faibchild. 

My  appeal  to  the  public,  and  the  doings  of  my  church 
in  this  matter,  occupied  over  two  columns  in  the  Cour 
rier.  Soon  after  its  publication  I  met  Dr.  Woods,  who 
remarked  that  he  had  read  it,  and  approved  of  my  pub- 
lishing it,  and  added  these  emphatic  words,  ^^  I  think  thai 
the  act  of  Dr.  Adams  in  admittinff  stispended  members  to 
his  communion^  knovnng  them  to  be  such,  must  open  tlie  eyes 
of  pastors  and  churches,  and  call  forth  their  rebukeJ^  The 
publication  of  this  document  gave  rise  to  several  com- 
munications to  the  editor  of  the  Courier.  But  on  con- 
sultation with  me,  it  was  thought  that  the  time  had  not 
then  come  for  their  publication.  But  now  I  feel  myself 
justified  in  publishing  at  least  two  of  them,  —  the  first 
firom  an  orthodox  clergyman  in  Middlesex  county,  and 
the  other  firom  a  doctor  in  divinity  of  the  Baptist  denom- 
ination. 

For  the  BosUm  Daily  Cburier. 
DB.  ADAMS   AND   REV.  J.   H.  FAmCmLD. 

Mr.  Editor,  —  The  communication  which  you  recently  pub- 
lished in  your  paper  from  Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild  ought  to  arouse 
the  ministers  of  Christ,  and  others  too,  to  examine  the  difficulty 
between  him  and  Dr.  Adams.  When  such  a  base  and  more 
than  criminal  attempt  is  made  to  destroy  the  character  of  any 
man,  it  is  high  time  that  public  indignation  were  stirred.  The 
^ts  disclosed  in  the  paper  from  the  Payson  Church,  clearly 
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proved  by  Dr.  Cooper,  jea,  oonfeased  bj  the  miseraMe  tool  of 
others'  baseness,  shows  that  a  more  iniqaitoas  pkx  was  Dever  - 
conceived,  and  ought  to  lead  eveiy  reader  to  ask  himv-lf  if  the 
same  foul  spirit  has  not  prompted  all  previous  anacks  upoo  Mr. 
Fairchild.     But  I  took  mj  pen  to  sp^k  of  anolher  pofnt. 

Even  admitting  that  Mr.  Fairchild  is  a  rile  man.  I  eould 
never  justify  the  course  of  Dr.  Adam.^  tovnds  him.  Ii  has  dcA 
been  Christian.  And  now,  firom  the  oomioKcataoa  of  Mr.  Fair- 
child,  I  understand  that  he  laid  the  whole  matxer  before  Dr. 
Adams,  informing  him  that  he  had  no  deare  to  ^»pear  l^iore 
the  public  with  this  disclosare.  if  he  (Dr.  Adams)  wcmld  but 
manifest  the  proper  spirit  towards  him.  .Bui  Dr.  AdamM  taket 
no  notice  of  his  letter.  Is  this  the  wav  that  the  minister  of  the 
gospel  should  conduct  ?  Dr.  Adams  must  see  that  a  foal  pm 
has  been  invented  to  destroy  the  r^atatioo  of  Mr.  Fairdiiid. 
£ven  if  every  thing  before  were  jost  as  Dr.  Adams  had  dedared ; 
here  is  an  instance  of  baseness  toward  Mr.  Fatrefaild  ahnoet 
without  parallcL  This,  Dr.  Adams  cannot  bat  see.  And  yet 
he  pays  no  regard  to  it,  and  leaves  the  sufierer  in  character,  as 
the  priest  and  Levite  left  the  poor  sofferer  by  the  wayniide  be- 
tween Jerusalem  and  Jericho,  to  take  care  of  kim$elf.  lie  fiaa 
no  sympathy  for  him,  and  pursues  jost  soch  a  ooane  as  %effmM 
to  say  that  he  is  sorry  Mr.  Faircldld  has  discovered  the  pl<4« 
Is  this  Chrbtian  charity  ?  Is  this  the  golden  rule  exempli^!? 
Is  this  distingubbing  between  right  and  wron<?,  — juxtUyii  saul 
injustice  ?  Shall  one  Christian  treat  another,  wlwm  crwthtd  by  ^ 
rank  injustice,  just  as  he  would  when  he  believer  that  his  adver- 
sity is  deserved?  I  had  verily  thought  that  mj  sympathies 
were  demanded,  even  toward  the  meanest  neighbor  1  liave, 
when  vile  conspirators  are  seeking  to  destroy  him  by  di;cejt  and 
^Etbehood.  ^  Give  the  devil  his  due."  Be  content  to  M^e  no 
man  worse  than  he  is.  They,  who  have  never  oondemn<?d  the 
conduct  of  Dr.  Adams  before,  surely  cannot  vindicate  him  in 
this.  Suppose  he  were  to  preach  from  the  text,  ^  As  yc  would 
that  men  should  do  to  you,  do  ye  also  to  them  likewise,''  how 
would  he  unfold  the  truth  herein  contained  without  condemning 
his  own  conduct  ?  Or  suppose  he  should  discourse  upon  the 
subject  of  charity,  as  treated  of  by  Paul  in  the  Idth  cliapter  of 
1  Cor.,  and  show  that  ^  charity  suffereth  long  and  is  kind,"  ^  is 
not  easily  provoked,"  —  *<  thinketh  no  evil,"  —  "  rejoiceth  not  in 
iniquity,  but  rejoiceth  in  the  truth,"  and  how  would  he  liandle 
the  subject,  and  at  the  same  time  protect  himself?  Would  none 
of  his  hearers  think  — 

Orthodox  Pastob. 


I 
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The  following  is  the  communication  from  the  Baptist 
clergyman. 

Mr.  Editor,  —  A  copy  of  the  Boston  Daily  Courier  has  just 
fallen  into  my  hands  contaming  the  Rev.  ISffr.  Fairchild*s  ap- 
peal to  the  public  touching  some  recent  attempts  of  certmn  weH- 
known  parties  to  de^|py  his  ministerial  standing  and  usefulness. 
Mr.  Fairchild  discoro^  a  great  reluctance  again  to  bring  his 
private  griefs  before  his  fellow-citizens.  This  is  not  surprising ; 
such  reluctance  is  natural  in  a  sensitive  mind.  Solomon  has 
said,  that,  ''^ oppression  maketh  a  wise  man  mad;**  and  if  that 
long  persecuted  and  much  injured  clergyman  should,  however 
unwillingly,  to  vindicate  what  is  dearer  to  him  than  life,  resort 
to  this  only  alternative  left  him,  need  any  wonder  ?  The  writer 
of  this  is  a  clergyman,  but  not  of  the  same  ecclesiastical  connec- 
tion with  these  parties.  I  know  very  little  more  of  these  mat- 
ters than  what  has  been  given  to  the  public  from  the  press,  and 
do  not  presume  to  judge  upon  matters  that  are  not  within  the 
province  of  any  impartial  man.  But  I  venture  the  assertion,  if 
Mr.  Fairchild  be  not  the  worst  man  that  a  longsuffering  God 
ever  permitted  to  live,  then  one  of  the  Boston  doctors  in  di- 
vinity and  one  of  its  deacons  have  been  pursuing  a  course  which, 
for  unrelenting  cruelty  and  bitter  hate,  a  very  devil  would  blush 
to  own.  In  the  name  of  humanity  and  religion,  both  of  w4iich 
are  outraged  by  such  malignity  to  a  fellow  man,  not  to  say  a 
'minister  of  Christ,  I  would  entreat  these  men  to  desist  from  a 
course  so  revolting  in  itself;  and  so  certain  to  meet  in  a  coming 
day  a  terrible  retribution. 

They  may  have  persuaded  themselves  of  Mr.  Fairchild's  guilt 
of  what  has  often  been  charged  upon  him,  but  never  proved,  al- 
though in  all  conscience  his  enemies  have  had  no  lack  of  oppor- 
tunity or  disposition  to  have  proved  it  a  thousand  times,  if  they 
could,  —  but  they  should  remember  that  a  jury  of  his  country, 
under  the  awful  sanctions  of  an  oath,  have  pronounced  him  in- 
nocent ;  and  that  this  has  satisfied,  as  it  ought,  all  order-loving, 
and  law-abiding  men. 

The  conduct  of  Adams  and  Drake  becomes  an  offence  not 
only  against  Mr.  Fairchild's  legal  rights,  but  against  society  it- 
self, which,  taking  the  matter  in  its  own  hands,  may  yet  bring 
the  ofienders  to  a  strict  account;  and  from  its  just  awards, 
neither  wealth,  rank,  power,  or  place  will  afford  protection. 

Every  Christian  minister  throughout  this  great  country  knows 
just  as  well  as  he  knows  his  alphabet,  that  the  course  pursued 
by  Dr.  Adams  in  the  case  of  Hunting  and  wife,  as  set  forth  in 
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this  appeal,  is  an  oatn^  upon  aZl  esdesasial  lav  a&d  onl^r« 
whether  as  interpreted  azkd  czurrsfod  bj  EpdrccipaBaci;.  Pr^^- 
by  teriaD:;^  or  Congrega:  jooisls.  If  be  va?  liootsZ  in  rv^ariing  \he 
Payson  Church  and  its  passor  as  :ajvcp±T  o(C  aai  wiiLoat  eccle- 
siastical standing,  then  vbj  doc  lei  d^rsn  eaiii^rij  ajooe.  This 
would  have  been  the  ooars«  of  a  ooofoesiiioGa  man.  aad  woold 
have  secured  him  the  respecs  of  ibosdi  wbo  migLi  jadge  very 
differently  from  himself  in  regaid  xo  Mr.  Fainrhild  and  his  so- 
ciety. Bot  Dr.  Adams  was  obvkaflv  moch  more  inf  oenced  bj 
his  bitter  prejudices  than  by  the  dictaies  of  ooosdeD-i-e  or  datj. 
lie  may  persuade  himself  that  the  case  is  otherwise  wi:h  him, 
and  his  inunediate  friends  and  pardsans  may  charixabiv  believe 
it  to  be  so;  bat  impartial  men  and  miiiir>iers  of  other  persua- 
sions will  find  it  stultifH'ing  to  aU  their  common  sense  so  to  de- 
cide. A  day  will  come  when  Mr.  FaircLild  can  appeal  from 
those  who  oppress  and  persecute  hinu  to  the  God  that  made 
him  and  whom  he  serves,  and  get  justice.  It  would  be  well 
for  us  all  to  remember  how  appropriate  to  that  au^st  occasion 
are  the  words  of  one  of  the  sweetest  poets  that  ever  sung. 

**  The  kindness  I  to  others  show 
That  kindnfaw  show  to  me.* 


CHAPTER    XXIX. 

Having  announced  in  my  address  on  the  new  doj- 
trine  of  clerical  privilege,  that  I  should  never  cease  my 
efforts  while  life  remains,  to  get  that  false  and  libellous 
record  expunged  from  the  book  of  the  Association,  I 
concluded  to  make  another  attempt  in  December,  1853. 
I  went,  in  the  first  place,  to  Mr.  Dexter,  pastor  of  Pine 
Street  Church,  supposing  him  to  have  been,  at  that  time, 
the  scribe.  He  corrected  my  mistake,  informing  me 
that  Mr.  Stone,  pastor  of  Park  Street  Church,  was  scribe. 

31 
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I  told  him  that  I  was  going  to  make  another  effort  to 
have  the  records  of  the  Association  corrected  with  re- 
gard to  my  case,  and  expressed  my  desire  that  he  would 
aid  me.  He  replied  that  he  was  not  a  member  when 
that  record  was  made,  and  thought  it  belonged  to  those 
who  made  it,  to  rectify  it,  if  it  was  wrong.  I  was  go- 
ing on  to  state  to  him  wherein  it  was  wrong,  and  to 
give  my  reasons  why  I  deemed  it  his  duty  to  assist  by 
his  voice  and  vote  to  set  the  matter  right.  But  he  was 
not  willing  to  hear  me,  for  he  said  that  he  was  deter- 
mined to  ignore  the  whole  matter,  and  had,  in  fact,  ab- 
sented himself  from  the  Association,  at  certain  times, 
when  he  knew  that  my  case  was  coming  up  for  discus- 
sion. Of  course,  I  stopped  arguing  the  matter.  He 
treated  me,  however,  very  courteously,  and  ventured 
kindly  to  say  to  me  that  there  was  one  thing  which,  in 
his  judgment,  appeared  against  me,  —  and  that  was  the 
frequency  with  which  I  brought  my  affairs  before  the 
public,  and  that  he  thought  it  would  be  much  more  to 
my  credit  to  let  the  matter  rest,  and  that  he  had  heard 
others  express  the  same  opinion.  I  simply  asked  him 
if  he  would  remain  quiet,  and  let  the  matter  rest^  if  such 
a  preamble  and  vote  were  on  the  records  of  the  Associa- 
tion concerning  him,  which  might  be  done  with  just  as 
much  truth  and  honesty  as  concerning  me. 

I  then  called  on  Mr.  Stone,  and  had  pretty  much  the 
same  interview  with  him.  I  found  him*  equally  reluc- 
tant to  hear  an  argument,  and  equally  determined  to 
ignore  the  whole  matter.  These  gentlemen  are  editors 
of  the  Cbng-reg-ationalist ;  and  if  they  had  been  as  will- 
ing to  ignore  the  subject  of  slavery  as  they  were  the 
matter  of  the  wrongs  which  I  have  suffered  from  the 
tongue  and  pen  and  influence  of  Dr.  Adams,  they  would 
never  have  had  occasion,  in  noticing  his  "  South  Side/' 
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to  utter  such  language  as  follows,  which  I  quote  from 
their  paper  of  May  4th :  "  It  is  a  fact  that  many  and 
many  a  congregation  in  New  England  which,  a  year 
ago,  would  have  welcomed  his  labors  more  quickly  and 
warmly  than  those  of  almost  any  other  living  minister 
of  Jesus,  would  now  feel  it  to  be  a  calamitv  and  erief 
to  see  him  ascending  their  pulpit  stairs.''  Thes^  gen- 
tlemen knew  or  might  have  known  years  ago  the  griev- 
ous oppression  and  persecution  inflicted  on  me  by  Dr. 
Adaqfis ;  and  if  they  and  those  other  members  of  the 
Suffolk  South  Association,  who  sympathize  with  them 
on  the  subject  of  slaverj-,  had  tak^-n  the  ?fame  finn  and 
determined  stand  against  Dr.  Adams  which  they  have 
now  taken,  and  where  they  had  a  voice  and  a  vote,  my 
difficulties  with  the  Association  would  have  been  ad- 
justed and  ended  years  ago. 

I  then  went  to  Mr.  Kirk ;  and  as  he  was  one  of  the 
original  members  who  voted  to  make  that  rer;^>rd,  and 
afterwards  to  reaffirm  it,  he  was  not  unwilJing  to  Ij:-ten 
to  an  argument  on  the  subject.  He  said  he  would  do  all 
he  could  to  set  matters  right,  —  that  be  was  convinced 
the  record  was  wrong,  and  ought  not  to  be  retained.  An 
that  interview  was  late  in  December,  he  remarked  that 
there  was  not  time  sufficient  for  him  to  do  any  thing  be- 
fore the  next  meeting  on  the  first  Tuesday  in  January ; 
but  assured  me  that  he  would  converse  with  some  of  the 
members  on  the  subject,  and  prepare  the  way  for  action 
if  he  could,  at  the  meeting  in  March,  and  that  if  \ 
would  call  a  few  weeks  hence,  he  should  then  probably 
be  able  to  tell  me  what  could  be  done.  And  I  called 
again  as  he  sjiiggested.  He  then  said,  he  did  not  know 
that  any  thing  could  be  done,  for  he  had  conversed  with 
Dr.  Adams  on  the  subject,  and  that  "  he  had  put  him 
all  aback."     He  mentioned  several  reasons  which  Dr. 
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Adams  gave  why  the  preamble  and  vote  should  not  be 
reacindcd.  At  a  subsequent  interview,  he  again  assured 
me  of  his  readiness  to  set  matters  right ;  but  intimated 
that  he  could  do  nothing  more,  and  that  I  must  take 
such  a  course  as  seemed  to  me  most  proper.  Accord- 
ingly I  prepared  the  following  communication,  which  I 
addressed,  through  the  scribe,  to  the  Association  at  their 
meeting  the  first  Tuesday  in  March,  1854. 

South  Boston,  March  2, 1854. 

To  the  memhers  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association ,  particularlT  to  Rev. 
Messrs.  Soniuel  H.  Riddel,  Edward  Bcecher,  N.  Adams,  £.  N.  Kirk,  A.  C. 
Thompson,  Cliristopher  Marsh,  and  Joseph  S.  Clark. 

Gentlemen,  —  I  thus  single  you  out  from  your  associates  be- 
c!iuse  you  are,  so  far  as  I  know,  the  only  present  acting  mem- 
bers of  the  Association  who  took  part  in  placing  on  your  records, 
or  in  retaining  there  a  certain  preamble  and  vote  respecting  mc, 
which  I  once  more  request  you  to  rescind.  After  all  the  light 
which  was  thrown  on  those  records  before  the  referees  in  the 
summer  of  1851,  and  from  the  legal  consequences  of  which 
protection  was  sought,  not  on  the  truth  of  what  you  had  there 
recorded,  but  behind  the  statute  of  limitations,  and  the  plea  of 
privileged  communications,  I  was  hopmg  that  you  would,  of 
your  own  accord,  do  me  the  simple  act  of  justice  of  making 
your  records  conform  to  the  truth.  But  as  nothing  of  tliis 
nature  has  yet  been  done  by  you,  notwithstanding  my  solemn 
declaration  publicly  made  two  years  ago,  that  I  should  i>ersi8t 
in  my  efforts  to  obtain  from  you  my  just  rights,  and  as  life  is 
uncertain,  I  am  impelled  by  a  sense  of  duty  to  myself  and 
family  and  fnends,  not  to  remain  quiet  under  the  unjust  impu- 
tations there  resting  on  my  name.  I  beg  leave,  therefore,  to 
state  to  you  in  writing,  the  principal  reasons  on  which  I  ground 
my  request  And  I  trust  that  you  will  hear  me  out  of  respect 
to  my  age,  as  well  as  my  cause. 

First  reason.  Your  preamble  and  vote  of  January  7,  1845, 
are  not  true.  To  convince  you  of  this,  and  to  save  you  the 
trouble  of  searching  your  records,  I  will  here  transcribe  that 
oreamble  and  vote :  — 

"  Whereas,  An  ecclesiastical  council  held  at  Exeter,  N.  H., 
in  July  last,  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  and  examining  certain 
charges  against  the  moral  character  of  Rev.  Joy  II.  Fairchikl, 
a  member  of  this  Association,  and  at  that  time  pastor  of  the 
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First  Church  in  Exeter,  —  at  which  a  committee  of  this  Asso- 
ciation was  present,  —  did,  by  their  result,  declare  Mr.  Fair- 
child  to  be  guilty  of  the  crimes  alleged  against  him,  and  there- 
fore proceeded  to  depose  him  from  the  ministry :  And 

"  Whereas,  Mr.  Fairchild  having  denied  the  truth  of  said  alle- 
gations, did  persist  in  such  denial  to  the  last,  and  claimed  that 
evidence  in  his  favor  was  in  existence,  not  then  to  be  obtained 
on  account  of  the  absence  of  a  witness :  And 

"  Whereas,  this  Association,  having  waited  till  the  present  time, 
to  give  opportunity  for  further  developments  in  the  case,  and  in 
the  mean  time,  having  seen  and  interrogated  the  witness  re- 
ferred to,  and  carefully  attended  to  certain  publications  put 
forth  by  Mr.  Fairchild  since  his  trial,  are  now  satisfied  that  no 
valid  evidence  has  appeared  of  the  character  claimed  by  the 
accused :  therefore, 

**  Voted,  That  Mr.  Joy  H.  Fairchild,  for  the  crimes  of  seduc- 
tion and  adultery  charged  and  proved  upon  him  before  an  eccle- 
siastical council  at  Exeter,  and  for  falsehood  in  denying  the 
truth  of  these  charges  when  brought  against  him,  and  in  still 
persisting  in  such  denial,  be,  and  he  is  hereby  separated  from 
his  connection  with  this  ministerial  association." 

The  above  preamble  and  vote  you  will  find  on  your  records 
of  January  7,  1845,  inserted  there  about  three  months  previous 
to  my  trial  and  acquittal  by  the  civil  court. 

I  will  now  quote  to  you  the  result  of  the  Exeter  Council :  — 

"  The  council  feel  compelled  to  express  their  deep  conviction 
that  Mr.  Fairchild  cannot  be  innocent  in  this  matter ;  and  that 
unless  he  can  present  a  clearer  vindication  of  himself  before 
some  tribunal  more  competent  than  ourselves  to  compel  the  at- 
tendance of  witnesses  and  the  utterance  of  all  the  truth,  and 
till  stich  act  BE  done,  he  ought  not,  and  so  far  as  our  decision 
goes,  does  not,  longer  hold  the  place  of  a  minister  in  the  church 
of  Christ." 

Now  please  compare  your  record  of  January  7,  1845,  with 
the  above  result  of  the  Exeter  Council.  Your  record  says  that 
I  had  been  proved  guilty  before  that  council  of  three  infamous 
crimes,  whereas  that  council  does  not  say  that  I  had  been 
proved  guilty  of  any  specific  offence  whatever.  They  ex- 
pressly declare  their  incompetency  to  compel  the  attendance  of 
witnesses ;  and  therefore  virtually  recommend  my  going  to 
another  tribunal,  which  had  the  power  not  pertaining  to  the 
council,  meanwhile  suspending  me  from  the  functions  of  my 
office  till  the  more  competent  tribunal  had  investigated  and 
passed  judgment  on  my  case,  plainly  implying  that  when  that 
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act  was  done,  and  a  yerdict  of  acquittal  rendered,  my  suspen- 
sion ceased,  and  my  ministerial  functions  were  restored.  This 
was  the  meaning  of  the  council,  as  understood  by  everybody  at 
the  time.  And  after  having  spent  my  little  property  to  wipe 
off  the  foul  reproach  from  my  reputation,  I  did  not  even  dream 
that  I  should  lie  for  ever  under  the  ban  of  a  clerical  associa- 
tion, by  their  stepping  in  between  me  and  the  verdict  of  my 
country.  For  in  this  case,  my  civil  are  my  ministerial  rights, 
since  on  the  verdict  of  acquittal  by  the  jury,  the  act  of  suspen- 
sion by  the  council  ceased,  and  my  restoration  to  the  functions 
of  my  office  became  complete. 

At  your  meeting  July  10,  1849,  to  act  on  my  request  to  re- 
scind youf  preamble  and  vote  of  January  7,  1845,  you  "  voted 
not  to  rescind."  You  then  appointed  a  committee  to  prepare  a 
new  draft,  following,  as  far  as  possible,  the  very  language  of 
the  Exeter  Council  in  their  result.  At  a  subsequent  meeting, 
this  committee  reported.  I  wish  now  to  turn  your  attention 
particularly  to  that  report,  which  you  call  a  declarative  vote. 
You  begin  with  a  preamble  in  which  you  profess  "  to  follow 
strictly  the  language  of  the  result  of  the  Exeter  Council."  On 
reading  that  preamble,  as  it  appears  in  the  printed  award  of 
the  referees,  I  found  the  very  gist  of  that  result  omitted.  On 
examining  the  records  of  the  court,  I  learned  that  this  omission 
was  not  a  mistake  of  the  printer.  The  omitted  sentence  is 
this,  —  "  a7id  till  such  act  be  done."  I  was  obliged  to  go  to  the 
records  of  the  court  for  information,  as  your  former  scribe, 
Rev.  J.  W.  Alvord,  said  under  oath  that  he  could  not  give^jnc 
a  certified  copy  of  your  records  relating  to  my  case,  "  without 
exposing  himself  to  a  criminal  prosecution."  The  omitted  sen- 
tence seems  to  have  been  inserted  by  the  council  for  the  very 
purpose  of  rendering  it  impossible  to  misapprehend  their 
meaning. 

In  this  declarative  vote  you  renew  the  act  of  separating  me 
from  your  Association,  (though  I  had  not  been  a  member,  ac- 
cording to  your  own  showing,  for  more  than  four  yeai*s,)  on  the 
express  ground  of  falsehood  in  denying  the  truth  of  the 
charges  when  brought  against  me,  and  for  still  persisting  in 
such  denial.  You  here  reassert  that  I  am  guilty  of  the  crimes 
alleged  against  me,  from  every  imputation  of  which  the  civil 
court  had  fully  acquitted  me;  for  surely  I  could  not  be 
guilty  of  falsehood  in  denying  charges,  unless  they  had  been 
true.  It  strikes  me  that  your  declarative  vote  (considering  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  made,  it  having  been  done 
years  after  the  matter  had  been  fully  investigated  in  court,  and 
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dearly  proved  to  be  a  fiction  and  a  fie.)  is  more  oljeciioiiable 
than  the  original  vote,  and  quite  as  inconsistent  with  the  truth. 

According  to  your  preamble  of  January  7.  le^,  I  ceased  to 
be  a  clergyman  in  July,  1844.  If  the' Exeter  Council  depoted 
me  from  the  ministry,  as  that  preamble  asserts,  and  frinoe  the 
SHfiblk  South  Association  is  composed  of  dergymen  only,  why 
should  such  a  vote  be  put  upon  your  reooids  six  months  after 
my  deposition,  —  thus  expelling  a  layman !  Was  not  this  a 
work  of  supererogation  ? 

Second  recuan.  A  clerical  association  has  no  ecclesiastical 
authority  whatever  in  Massachusetts,  and  consequently  no  right 
to  deal  with  delinquent  members  in  the  way  of  discipline. 
They  can  drop  the  name  of  any  member,  as  may  !i  club  of 
physicians  or  lawyers  whenever  they  choose  no  longer  to  aftso- 
date  with  him.  But  they  have  no  right  to  publish  him  an 
immoral  man,  unless  they  are  prepared  to  prove  it  before  a 
competent  tribunaL  Least  of  all  have  they  a  right  to  brand 
his  name  with  infamy  in  his  absence,  and  without  his  knowU 
edge.  And  1  think  you  will  admit  that  I  have  ju?<t  reas^m  Xo 
complain  of  your  preamble  and  vote  of  January  7,  184<i,  when 
you  reflect  that  two  or  three  weeks  before  you  did  tliat  act,  I 
had  published  to  the  world,  as  you  well  knew,  that  1  was  KKm 
coming  to  the  very  tribunal  suggested  by  the  Exeter  CouneiL 
And  having  given  you  this  notice,  when  1  read  in  the  Daily 
Mail  in  less  than  one  week  after  your  meeting,  tliat  you  liari  ex- 
pelled me  from  the  Association,  I  could  not  but  deem  it  a  nuMt 
cruel  act,  as  it  seemed  intended  to  influence  the  public  mind, 
and  thus  prejudice  my  cause  on  my  appeal  to  the  civil  court. 

Third  reason.  Your  record  repudiates  and  negatives  the  ver- 
dict of  the  only  competent  tribunal  known  to  our  laws  to  sit  in 
judgment  on  such  matters ;  and  also  the  result  of  the  P^xeter 
Council,  which  result  was  made,  by  express  provision,  to  be  per- 
petuated or  annulled  according  to  the  verdict  of  said  tribu- 
nal,—  a  verdict  admitted  by  judge  and  jury  to  liavc  been  ren- 
dered on  the  distinct  merits  and  facts  of  the  case,  and  not  on 
any  technicality  of  the  law,  —  a  verdict  readily  sanctioned  by 
the  public  press,  both  secular  and  religious,  with  scarce  an  ex- 
ception, throughout  the  country.  And  if  a  vei-dict  so  rendered, 
is  of  no  avail,  then  of  what  use  are  our  courts  and  councils, 
and  what  inducement  has  any  man  when  falsely  accused,  to 
appeal  to  them  for  redress,  and  thus  to  meet  the  vast  expense, 
and  run  the  fearful  hazard  of  being  condemned,  though  inno- 
cent ?  If  you  disbelieve  my  statement  as  to  the  opinion  of  the 
judge  and  jury,  please  consult  Grovemor  Washburn  who  sat  aa 
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judge  in  the  case,  or  Tisdale  Drake,  Esq.,  who  was  foreman  of 
the  jury.  And  is  it  right  for  those  who  inculcate  upon  their 
people  obedience  to  the  laws  of  the  land,  after  such  a  verdict, 
to  record  a  man  as  guilty,  and  to  treat  him  as  such?  Is  this 
"  the  charity  which  hopeth  all  things,  and  thitdceth  no  evil  ?  ** 
Judge  ye. 

Fourth  reason.  Your  record  contravenes  the  universal  maxim 
of  law  and  gospel,  that  every  man  is  presumed  to  be  innocent, 
until  guilt  is  proved.  And  why  should  ministers  of  the  gospel 
of  peace  and  good-will,  suspend  the  operation  of  this  maxim  in 
reference  to  a  brother  clergyman  ?  But  I  complain  that  you 
have  disregarded  this  maxim.  You  have  condemned  me  not 
only  without  proof,  but  against  proof.  I  would  not  be  unchar- 
itable ;  but  it  does  seem  to  me  that  there  has  been  an  effort  on 
your  part,  to  put  the  most  unfavorable  construction  on  all  tliat  I 
have  said  and  done,  and  to  turn  it  to  my  injury.  The  inquiry 
seems  to  have  been,  not  how  can  a  matter  be  explained  con- 
sistently with  innocence ;  but  how  can  it  be  construed  into  an 
e  f idence  of  guilt  ?  If  all  your  conduct  from  boyhood  through 
life,  should  be  searched  as  mine  has  been,  and  so  far  as  possi- 
ble, turned  to  your  disadvantage,  I  can  only  say,  —  the  Lord 
have  pity  on  you ! 

Fifth  and  last  reason.  Your  record  fixes  a  mark  of  infamy 
on  my  name,  open  to  the  inspection  of  every  new  member  to 
the  end  of  time,  —  an  act  which  you  have  no  more  legal,  or 
ecclesiastical,  or  moral  right  to  do,  than  you  have  to  fix  the  like 
stigma  on  the  name  of  any  other  clergyman  in  Boston. 

These,  gentlemen,  are  the  principal  reasons  why  I  ask  you  to 
correct  your  records,  and  make  them  conform  to  the  truth.  I 
ask  not  for  readmission  into  your  Association,  or  for  ministerial 
fellowship  from  you,  —  such  fellowship  I  have  already  from 
other  quarters.  Hence  there  can  be  no  possible  pretext  for 
inserting  any  new  vote  in  your  book  of  records  casting  tlie 
least  slur  or  reproach  upon  me.  As  I  am  not  a  member  of 
your  body,  and  do  not  seek  for  membership,  my  character  is 
not  before  you  for  discussion.  And  as  I  ask  nothing  more  of 
you  than  to  make  your  records  true,  so  I  shall  be  satisfied  with 
nothing  less.  A  simple  vote  rescinding  whatever  may  be  on 
your  records  implicating  my  moral  character,  is  whcU  I  ask, 
and  all  I  ask. 

I  know  that  I  cannot  compel  you  by  a  suit  at  law  to  rescind 
your  votes.  If  a  jury  should  decide  against  you  over  and  over 
again,  you  might  still  retain  the  obnoxious  votes  on  your 
records.    Under  our  Congregational  form  of  church  govern* 
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mcnt,  there  is  no  ecclesiastical  tribunal  before  which  to  summon 
you,  such  OS  I  should  have,  were  we  under  the  Presbyterian 
polity.  And  if  I  could  compel  you  to  do  so.  Christian  minis- 
ters should  be  the  last  men  to  wait  for  the  application  of  civil 
law  to  force  them  to  do  justly.  All  that  I  could  do  in  such  a 
case  would  be  to  expose  your  wrong  doing  more  clearly  to  the 
world,  and  obtain  from  you  pecuniary  damages.  I}ut  money  is 
of  little  consequence  compared  with  my  just  rights  in  the  mat- 
ter of  reputation.  True,  money  would  be  worth  something  to 
a  man  who  has  sacrificed  all  his  earthly  substance  in  defending 
himself  from  the  unjust  attacks  which  have  been  made  upon 
him,  —  which  sacrifice  would,  in  my  judgment,  and  in  the  judg- 
ment of  vast  multitudes,  never  have  been  required,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  course  pursued  by  your  committee  in  the  grand- 
jury  room,  and  at  Exeter.  But  I  have  no  wish  to  revive  that 
painful  subject ;  and  I  do  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  never 
give  me  any  further  occasion  to  do  so. 

The  question  submitted  to  you  is  this :  WiU  you  do  me  a  sinV' 
pie  act  of  justice  by  making  your  records  conform  to  t/te  truth  f  — • 
in  other  words,  will  you  rescind  your  obnoxious  votes  respecting 
me  f  Do  not,  I  pray  you,  blink  the  question ;  for  it  must  be 
met  in  some  form  or  other.  I  do  not  wish  again  to  agitate  the 
public  mind  on  this  subject.  I  have  little  time  and  no  inclina- 
tion for  such  a  service.  I  am  now  engaged  in  the  great  and  la- 
borious work  of  providing  means  for  the  erection  of  a  church 
edifice,  which  I  am  quite  unwilling  to  suspend  even  for  a  short 
season ;  but  the  defence  of  my  reputation  from  such  grave  im- 
putations, is  paramount  to  all  other  considerations,  and  becomes 
as  much  my  duty  as  to  defend  my  life.  And  if  the  public  mind 
must  again  be  agitated,  the  world  shall  know  that  the  fault  is 
not  in  me,  and  that  I  did  all  which  Christian  forbearance  could 
require  me  to  do  in  order  to  avert  it.  I  entreat  you  for  the  honor 
of  the  orthodox  ministry  that  you  will  withhold  from  me  my 
just  rights  no  longer.  That  ministry  has  suff<Ted  grievously  in 
the  judgment  of  candid,  unprejudiced,  and  intelligent  men  of  all 
persuasions  by  the  strange  and  unheard-of  course  pursued  in 
reference  to  my  affairs.  It  is  frequently  and  truly  remarked 
that  no  ministers  of  any  other  denomination  in  the  land,  were 
ever  before  known  to  be  the  first  to  desert  a  brother  clergyman, 
and  the  last  to  submit  to  such  a  verdict  as  has  been  rendered  in 
my  case.  You  are  doubtless  aware  that  clergymen  have,  in  a 
great  measure,  lost  that  strong  hold  on  the  respect  and  confi- 
dence of  the  people  which  they  once  had ;  and  I  ask  you,  as 
honest  men,  to  say  whether  you  think  that  the  stigma  which  you 
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have  so  unrighteously  and  untruly  fixed  upon  my  name  in  yonf 
book  of  records,  and  pei*sisted  in  retaining  there  with  such  un- 
seemly pertinacity  against  the  declared  judgment  of  jurors  and 
councils,  is  likely  to  strengthen  that  confidence  ?  I  am  an  au- 
thorized minister  of  the  gospel,  and  the  pastor  of  a  regularly 
constituted  church,  as  much  so  as  either  of  you.  The  laws  of 
the  Commonwealth  are  as  truly  over  me  for  my  protection,  as 
over  you  for  yours.  My  standing,  ecclesiastically  and  civilly, 
is  as  good  as  your  own ;  for  I  presume  that  none  of  you  will 
pretend  that  you  were  put  into  the  ministry  by  wiser  or  better 
men  than  Rev.  Drs.  Woods,  Burgess,  French,  Sheldon,  and 
others  of  like  character,  who  took  part  in  the  services  of  my  last 
installation. 

Previous  to  the  charge  brought  against  me  in  1844,  my  char- 
acter was  as  fair  as  that  of  any  one  of  you.  This  was  admitted 
by  your  committee  before  the  council  at  Exeter,  and  distinctly 
stated  to  the  court  by  Mr.  Parker,  the  prosecuting  attorney.  It 
is  nine  years  this  month  since  my  acquittal  both  by  court  and 
council.  And  what  have  I  since  done,  except  assert  my  just 
rights,  and  defend  them  against  the  most  fearful  odds  ?  True, 
several  most  shameful  attempts  have  since  been  made  to  blast 
my  reputation  and  render  me  odious  to  the  community ;  but  a 
kind  Providence  has  hitherto  caused  all  these  attempts  to  recoil 
on  the  heads  of  their  authors.  How  then  can  you  as  ministers 
of  the  gospel,  professedly  possessing  yourselves,  and  inculcating 
upon  otliers,  the  spirit  and  temper  of  Christ  your  Master,  who, 
when  guilt  was  open  as  the  day,  mercifully  said,  "  Neither  do  I 
condemn  thee ;  go  and  sin  no  more," — how,  I  ask,  can  you  per- 
sist in  retaining  such  disgraceful  and  false  votes  upon  your  rec- 
ords, not  only  without  right,  but  against  right  ?  Is  this  as  the 
gos^Mil  directs?     See  Matth.  vii.  12. 

I  will  here  take  the  liberty  to  quote  a  sentence  or  two  from 
a  letter  of  Rev.  George  Allen  of  Worcester  addressed  to  Dr 
Edward  Beecher,  and  which  the  doctor  read  at  my  request,  tc 
the  Association  when  they  met  July  10th,  1849,  to  act  on  my 
request  then  made,  and  now  repeated,  to  rescind  their  preamble 
and  vote  of  January  7,  1845.  "That  the  record,"  says  Mr 
Allen,  "  was  and  still  is  a  libel,  I  have  not  a  doubt ;  and  if  such 
is  its  character,  then  should  the  Association  hasten  to  undo,  sc 
far  as  they  may,  so  plain  a  wrong.  That  record,  untrue  in  it 
self,  is  the  only  formal  and  official  condemnation  of  Mr.  Fair- 
child  for  the  crimes  alleged  against  him.  No  other  record 
denies  him  any  wonted  ministerial  standing.  No  verdict  of 
jury  touches  bis  character.    No  result  of  couocil  affects  his 
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office.  No  council  or  court  would  have  dared,  on  any  evi- 
dence, to  condemn  him  without  a  citation  to  appear  before 
it,  and  confront  his  accusers.  But  the  record  of  the  As- 
sociation condemns  and  inflicts  punishment  without  the  sem- 
blance of  a  trial  by  themselves,  and  against  the  verdict  of  a  jury, 
preindorsed  by  a  result  of  council.  Such  tyranny  would  be  a 
reproach  anywhere;  but  more  than  anywhere  else,  on  the 
spot  best  known  on  all  the  face  of  the  earth  for  its  early,  strenu- 
ous, and  successful  defence  of  civil  and  religious  liberty." 

I  cannot  but  hope  that  you  will  now  see  the  right,  and  resolve 
to  do  it.  I  feel  quite  sure  that  several  of  your  number  will  do 
so,  since  they  have  already  acknowledged  me  as  the  pastor  of  a 
sister  church,  by  reading  letters  missive  to  their  churches,  avow- 
ing that  fact,  and  inviting  them,  by  pastor  and  delegate,  to  sit 
in  council,  and  pass  judgment  on  our  doings.  Consistency,  there- 
fore, would  seem  to  require  those  gentlemen  at  least,  to  vote  to 
rescind. 

This  communication  is  addressed  to  you,  not  in  anger,  but  in 
grief.  And  if  any  one  of  you  should  censure  me  for  wliat  ho 
may  call  my  ^'  bad  spirit,"  and  complain  of  me  for  agitating  this 
question  again,  will  he  not  ask  himself  how  quietly  he  would 
rest,  and  in  what  terms  he  would  address  the  Association,  if  a 
vote  stood  on  your  book  of  records  declaring  him  to  have  been 
proved  guilty  of  seduction,  and  adultery,  and  falsehood,  and  re- 
atfirming  it  years  afterwards,  and  in  contravention  of  the  well- 
known  decision  of  court  and  council,  thus  rendering  his  name 
and  memory  infamous,  and  causing  his  descendants  to  blush  for 
very  shame,  to  the  end  of  time.  But  such  a  record  would  not 
be  more  false  respecting  him  than  it  is  respecting  me.  And  the 
legal  and  moral  right  would  be  as  complete  in  the  one  case  as 
in  the  other.  I  must  be  permitted  here  to  say,  that  what  greatly 
aggravates  this  oflfence  is  the  fact  that  your  vote  of  January  7, 
1845,  was  kept  from  my  knowledge,  as  to  its  nature  and  pur- 
port, for  more  than  four  years,  and  would  probably  never  have 
been  made  known  to  me,  had  I  not  presented  a  call  for  it  which 
could  not  safely  have  been  refused. 

You  may  possibly  think  that  you  can  never  be  placed  in  cir- 
cumstances requiring  you  to  protest  against  the  wrongs  of  your 
brethren.  But  you  know  who  has  said,  "  A  brother  offended 
is  harder  to  be  won  than  a  strong  city."  You  know,  too,  the 
history  of  Job  ;  and  you  have  not  forgotten  how  confidently  he 
once  said, "  I  shall  die  in  my  nest." 

I  reassure  you  that  I  wish  for  no  litigation.  And  one  object 
of  this  letter  is  to  prevent  it     But  if  your  action  or  want  of 
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action  on  my  request  should  compel  me  to  commence  a  civil  ac- 
tion, certain  I  am  that  it  will  not  be  left  to  the  judgment  of 
referees.  I  shall  never  be  prevailed  on  again  to  take  a  just 
and  righteous  cause  from  a  jury  of  twelve  men,  and  submit  it  to 
the  award  of  three  referees,  who  may  decide  the  matter  against 
law  and  evidence,  without  the  fear  of  having  their  decision  re- 
versed. "  In  vain  is  the  net  spread  in  the  sight  of  any  bird."  I 
do  not  ask  you  to  indorse  my  character ;  that  has  already  been 
done  by  the  liighest  tribunals  known  to  our  laws ;  and  I  am  as 
much  entitled  to  the  protection  of  those  laws  as  yourselves.  But 
while  I  do  not  ask  you  to  indorse  my  character,  I  hope  you  will 
be  careful  not  to  slur  it. 

And  now,  gentlemen,  as  I  have  in  no  case  been  the  aggressor, 
but  simply  acted  in  self-defence,  I  beg  you  not  to  give  me  any 
occasion  to  appeal  to  you  again  on  this  unpleasant  subject,  or  to 
the  public  through  the  press,  or  to  the  civil  court  Let  the  con- 
troversy now  cease.  This,  I  think,  is  the  dictate  of  wisdom. 
Whether  this  sliall  be  done,  depends  on  yourselves.  A  trutliful 
and  honest  vote  of  six  lines  upon  your  records,  will  do  it  But 
candor  requires  me  plainly  to  declare  to  you,  that  I  sliall  not 
cease  my  eiforts  while  I  live  to' obtain  from  you  my  just  rights, 
and  that  I  shall  press  this  matter  to  the  utmost  limits  which  the 
principles  of  the  gospel  and  the  laws  of  my  country  will  allow. 
Knowing  as  I  do,  that  I  am  right  in  this  matter,  —  knowing 
that  law  and  gospel,  court  and  council,  truth  and  righteousness, 
common  sense  and  common  honesty,  are  all  on  my  side,  you 
cannot  expect  me  to  be  quiet  until  that  foul  blot  is  expunged  from 
your  records. 

Permit  me,  in  conclusion,  to  say  a  few  words  to  those  gentle- 
men who  have  joined  the  Association  since  I  was  a  member,  and 
who  have  had  no  hand  in  placing  or  in  keeping  on  record  the 
offensive  preamble  and  vote  which  I  am  seeking  to  have  re- 
scinded. If  I  knew  all  your  names,  I  would  here  insert  them. 
But  I  am  ignorant  on  this  point  Knowing  that  Messrs.  Stone 
and  D^ter  were  among  the  new  members,  I  sought  a  personal 
interview  with  them,  requesting  their  aid  in  the  attainment  of 
my  rights.  But  as  they  expressed  a  wish  to  ignore  the  whole 
matter,  and  to  take  no  part  in  the  correction  of  your  records,  on 
the  ground  that  if  a  wrong  had  been  done,  it  did  not  belong  to 
them  to  amend  it,  but  to  the  original  members  ;  and  presuming 
that  others  of  your  number  might  have  the  same  opinion,  I  am 
anxious  that  you  should  distinctly  understand  the  nature  of  my 
request,  so  that  you  may  clearly  discern  your  own  position  in 
relation  to  the  matter  of  your  records.    Those  records  have 
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alien  into  your  hands  in  fact,  to  be  controlled  bj  jou  in  conjono- 
tion  with  the  other  members.  I  come  to  you  and  tell  you  that 
there  is  a  vote  recorded  there  deeply  affecting  my  dearest  rights 
and  interests,  and  which  I  most  explicitly  state  to  you,  is  utterly 
false.  I  ask  you  to  ascertain  the  truth  of  the  statement,  not  by 
spending  a  week,  or  a  day,  or  even  an  hour  of  your  precious 
time  in  examining  into  the  merits  of  my  case,  that  you  may  be 
able  to  decide,  each  one  for  himself,  whether  I  am  an  honest 
man  or  a  knave.  Though  if  I  could  prevail  on  you  to  do  so,  I 
should  not  fear  the  result ;  for  I  am  confident  that  if  you  inves- 
tigate the  evidence  in  this  case  without  prejudice,  you  will  come 
to  the  same  conclusion  as  did  the  Hon.  William  Jackson  of 
Newton.  This  gentleman,  afler  having  read  my  address  on  the 
^  New  Doctrine  of  Clerical  Privilege,"  took  pains  to  examine 
critically  all  the  printed  documents  in  relation  to  the  case.  Hav- 
ing done  this,  he  wrote  me  a  letter,  dated  June  18,  1852,  the 
whole  of  which  I  should  be  glad  to  copy  here,  if  I  felt  at  liberty 
to  do  so.  As  it  was  a  voluntary  communication,  and  no  secrecy 
enjoined,  I  trust  the  honorable  gentleman  would  not  deem  it  any 
breach  of  confidence  if  I  here  quote  a  sentence  or  two.  He 
says :  "  I  have  examined  carefully  all  the  e\idence  presented 
before  the  council  at  Exeter,  and  the  court  in  Boston,  and  am 
convinced  (nothing  doubting)  of  your  innocence  in  the  matter. 
I  am  amazed,  therefore,  at  the  impressions  which  have  rested 
upon  my  own  mind,  and  on  the  minds  of  others  for  years,  in  re- 
lation to  the  whole  matter ;  and  I  liave  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  this  evidence  ought  to  have  produced  a  dilfcrent  impression 
upon  the  minds  of  the  Boston  Association." 

The  question  which  I  now  submit  to  you  for  your  decision, 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  of  my  innocence  or  guilt. 
That  question  is  already  settled  by  an  authority  which  you  can- 
not safely  gainsay  or  resist  I  ask  you  to  give  only  ten  minutes 
of  your  time  to  compare  your  preambles  and  votes  with  the 
result  of  the  Exeter  Council.  Even  if  you  were  to  assume  that 
I  am  guilty,  (though  you  have  not  a  particle  of  moral  or  legal 
right  to  do  so,)  still  you  would  find  your  record  untrue  ;  for  it 
asserts  as  fact  what  never  took  place,  and  on  that  assumed  fact, 
and  on  nothing  else,  it  proceeds  to  pass  sentence  of  condemnation 
upon  me.  And  it  is  that  sentence  so  rendered,  and  resting  on 
such  a  miry  foundation,  which  I  &«k  you  to  aid  in  rescinding. 
If  you  need  more  light  on  this  subject  than  you  can  derive  from 
reading  and  comparing  your  records  with  the  result  of  the  coun- 
cil, please  consult  Rev.  Bufus  W.  Clark,  of  East  Boston,  who 
was  a  member  of  the  Exeter  Council,  and  voted  with  the  ma- 
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jority.  And  as  I  am  informed  that  he  is  now  a  member  of  jour 
^dy,  you  can  easily  ascertain  what  he  meant  by  his  vote  on 
that  occ&sion. 

But  the  result  of  council  speaks  for  itself.  It  is  too  plain  to 
need  any  explanation.  That  short  but  pithy  sentence,  —  ^UU 
such  act  be  done^^  —  a  sentence  omitted  in  your  new  preamble, 
tells  you  in  unmistakable  terms,  what  the  council  meant. 

I  beg  you,  then,  as  Christian  men  and  Christian  ministers, 
who  profess  to  love  the  right  and  to  eschew  the  wrong,  to  act  in 
this  matter  as  did  the  Good  Samaritan,  and  not  like  the  Priest 
and  Levite,  who  passed  by  on  the  other  side.  Here  is  a  brother 
clergyman  suffering  grievous  oppression ;  and  he  asks  you  to 
aid  in  removing  it  by  your  voice  and  vote.  Only  imagine  our 
circumstances  reversed,  and  your  duty  will  be  plaon. 

Gentlemenof  the  Association,  please  send  me  a  certified  copy 
of  your  action  in  this  matter.  As  the  question  before  you  is  so 
simple,  and  requires  no  discussion,  I  trust  that  you  will  act  on  it 
without  delay.  What  I  ask  is  not  a  matter  of  ^roce,  but  of  debt^ 
—  a  debt  which  cannot  be  cancelled  but  by  a  plain  and  unquali- 
fied rescission.  If  you  decline  action,  will  you  not  be  kind  enough 
to  give  me  due  notice  of  that  fact,  and  also  a  brief  statement  of 
your  reasons ;  the  receipt  of  which  I  will  forthwith  acknowledge. 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

To  the  Rev.  Andrew  L.  Stone,  Scribe  of  Suffolk  South  Asso- 
ciation, to  be  communicated  to  said  Association  at  their  meeting 
next  Tuesday. 


CHAPTER  XXX 

After  waiting  more  than  four  months,  and  hearing 
nothing  from  the  Association  in  reference  to  the  preced- 
ing communication,  I  concluded  to  address  them  again. 
And  on  the  8th  day  of  July  I  sent  another  communica- 
ton,  with  a  note  addressed  to  Mr.  Stone,  the  scribe,  to- 
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gether  with  a  note  to  Dr.  Edward  Beccher.  I  subjoin 
a  copy  of  my  second  communication,  certain  portions 
of  which  I  did  think  of  omitting  to  avoid  repetition. 
But  being  desirous  of  having  my  readers  further  see 
what  continued  efforts  I  have  made  to  induce  the  Asso- 
ciation, in  justice  to  themselves  as  well  as  to  me,  no 
longer  to  allow  their  records  to  falsify  the  truth,  and  not 
force  me  to  arraign  them  before  a  civil  tribunal,  I  have 
concluded  to  publish  the  document  without  curtailing, 
notwithstanding  some  of  its  statements  are  similar  to 
those  contained  in  preceding  communications. 

'  South  Boston,  July  8, 1854. 

To  THE  Members  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association  :  — 

Gentlemen,  —  On  Thursday,  the  2d  day  of  last  March,  I 
left  at  the  house  of  your  scribe,  Rev.  A.  L.  Stone,  a  communi- 
cation to  be  laid  before  you  at  your  meeting  on  the  Tuesday 
following.  Having  waited  two  weeks,  and  hearing  nothing 
from  your  scribe  as  to  your  action  on  my  communication,  I 
wrote  him  the  subjoined  note :  — 

"  South  Boston,  March  20, 1854. 
"  Rev.  a.  L.  Stone  :  — 

**  Sir,  —  On  the  second  day  of  the  present  month,  I  left  at 
your  door  (having  previously  ascertained  that  you  were  at 
home)  a  communication  for  the  Association,  which  I  requested 
might  be  read  at  their  meeting  on  the  Tuesday  following.  I 
requested,  also,  that  I  might  be  notified  of  their  action  in  the 
matter.  Having  received  no  communication  from  you,  I  write 
you  this  note,  with  the  request  that  you  will  inform  me  whether 
the  Association  took  awy  action  in  the  case,  and  if  any,  what, 
I  will  call  in  about  an  hour  for  your  reply. 

"  Yours  respectfully, 

"J.  H.  Fairohild.'' 

When  I  left  the  above  note  with  the  servant  at  the  door,  I 
was  told  that  Mr.  Stone  was  at  home.  I  called  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  hour,  and  inquired  first  Jbr  him,  and  then  for  a  note 
from  him  ;  but  neither  could  be  found.  I  concluded  to  wait  till 
your  meeting  in  May,  hoping  that  my  communication  would 
then  be  ready  if  nothing  more  was  done.     As  it  was  couched  in 
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respectful  terms,  I  thought  that  courtesy  alone  would  secure  for 
it  a  hearing  at  least.  But  having  received  no  official  informa* 
tion  in  relation  to  this  matter,  I  once  more  request  you  to  make 
your  records  respecting  me,  conform  to  the  truth. 

My  reasons  for  making  the  request  are  assigned  at  some 
length,  in  my  communication  of  March  2d.  There  are  a  few 
facts  bearing  on  this  subject,  which  I  then  omitted  to  state,  bat 
which  I  will  now  state  with  as  much  brevity  as  possible. 

At  your  meeting  of  July  10,  1849,  afler  having  voted  not  to 
rescind  your  vote  of  January  7,  1845,  you  appointed  Messrs. 
Beecher,  Thompson,  and  Dwight,  a  committee  to  prepare  a  new 
draft,  and  report  at  a  future  meeting.  Two  of  your  committee, 
(Messrs.  Beecher  and  Thompson,)  without  the  concurrence  of 
Mr.  Dwight,  reported  the  declarative  vote  spoken  of  in  my 
other  communication,  which  the  Association  accepted  and 
adopted,  in  which  I  find  the  word  ^  suspended,''  substituted  for 
the  woi*d  ^'  deposed,"  as  used  in  your  preamble  and  vote  of 
January  7,  1845.  It  is  true  that  the  Exeter  Council  did  sus- 
pend me.  And  how  long  was  this  act  of  suspension  to  con- 
tinue? The  result  of  council  tells  you  in  these  simple  and 
unmistakable  words,  —  ^  till  9uch  act  be  doner  And  lest  there 
sliould  be  misapprehension  as  to  their  true  meaning,  they  ex- 
pressly declare  whai  thai  act  was  which  must  be  done  in  order 
to  remove  the  suspension.  It  was  this ;  I  must  present  a  clearer 
vindication  of  myself  before  some  tribunal  more  competent  than 
themselves  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses  and  tlie  utter' 
ance  of  all  the  truth  ;  in  other  words,  I  must  go  to  a  civil  tribu- 
nal and  obtain  an  acquittal.  Suspension  was  then  to  cease,  and 
restoration  immediately  to  follow.  Your  committee  (Messrs. 
Beecher  and  Thompson)  who  prepared  your  declarative  vote, 
seemed  to  be  fully  aware  of  this ;  and  therefore  they  omitted 
that  brief  sentence  —  "till  such  act  be  done"  —  which  was  the 
very  hinge  on  which  the  whole  meaning  of  the  result  of  coun- 
cil turned.  Had  they  inserted  it,  (and  they  profess  to  "  follow 
strictly  the  language  of  the  Exeter  Council,")  the  insertion 
would  have  negatived  the  meaning  and  object  of  their  report ; 
for  it  would  have  shown  on  the  face  of  it  that  the  suspension 
was  limited  to  a  specified  time,  and  that  that  time  was  the  very 
moment  of  acquittal  by  the  civil  court  It  is  unnecessary  for 
me  to  make  comments  on  this  omission.* 


*  The  reader  will  observe  that  this  commnnication  is  dated  Jalj  8, 
1854.  Aboat  the  middle  of  January,  1855,  a  copy  was  put  into  my 
hands  of  all  the  doiugs  of  the  Association  in  relation  to  my  case  £dqb^ 
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Ton  admit  that  the  Exeter  Council  did  not  result  in  my  depo* 
siiiany  (as  you  assert  in  your  record  of  January  7,  1845,  and 
which,  on  die  10th  of  July,  1849,  you  deliberately  refused  to 
rescind,)  but  simply  in  my  stispension.  Now  if  that  act  of  sus- 
pension was  not  negatived  by  the  verdict  of  acquittal  in  court, 
pray  tell  me  what  the  council  meant  by  their  result  ?  Did  they 
mean  to  say  that  my  suspension*  should  continue  during  the 
pleasure  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association  ? 

Take  another  view  of  the  subject.  I  was  restored  to  my 
office  and  standing,  not  only  by  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  but  by 
a  subsequent  act  of  an  ecclesiastical  council  that  installed  mo 
over  my  present  church,  —  a  council  composed  of  men  venera- 
ble in  years  and  experience,  and  everywhere  respected  for 
their  sound  judgment  and  consistent  piety. 

But  it  has  been  said,  I  am  told,  by  some  of  you  that  the  only 
way  for  my  regular  restoration  to  the  ministry  was  by  the  reas- 
sembling of  the  Exeter  Council,  that  they  might  reverse  their 
decision,  and  make  it  conform  to  the  decision  of  the  court.  But 
that  council  was  ecclesiastically  dead.  They  did  not  adjourn  to 
some  future  day ;  but,  having  made  special  and  explicit  provis- 
ion in  their  result  for  me  to  refer  the  case  to  a  jury,  they  dis- 

Jane  24, 1844,  to  NoYcmber  6, 1849.  This  copy  was  not  furnished  mo  by 
the  Association,  or  by  their  outhority.  On  examining  it  I  found  that  the 
declarative  TOte,  of  which  I  have  spoken,  as  being  the  report  of  Mcssri. 
Beecher  and  Thompson,  was  an  act  of  the  Association  done  at  the  meet- 
ing, July  10,  1849,  when  they  voted  not  to  rescind  their  preamble  and 
vote  of  January  7,  1845.  This  declarative  vote  was  probably  the  joint 
labor  of  Messrs.  Adams,  Beecher,  and  Riddel,  the  committee  who  went 
to  Exeter  for  the  purpose  of  getting  me  deposed  from  the  ministry,  and 
came  back  and  reported  that  the  council  had  deposed  me,  and  induced  tho 
Association  to  record  that  falsehood  as  the  truth.  At  the  same  meeting, 
Messrs.  Beecher,  Thompson,  and  Dwight  were  appointed  a  committee  "  to 
consider  whether  any  further  entry  upon  our  minutes  is  desirable  with 
reference  to  the  proceedings  of  the  civil  court  and  the  installing  council." 
At  the  meeting  of  tho  Association,  November  6,  1849,  that  committee 
reported,  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Dwight,  "  that  tho  minutes  placed  in  their 
hands  appear  to  be  a  true  statement  of  the  facts ;  whereupon  the  Associtr 
tion,  after  hearing  the  minutes  read  again,  voted  tliat  they  are  correct.'* 
They  thus  reaffirmed  the  truth  of  their  libellous  preamble  and  vote  of 
January  7,  1845,  and  the  correctness  of  nil  their  other  doings !  I  did  not 
know  what  their  declarative  vote  was  till  I  read  it  as  printe<l  in  the 
award  of  the  referees,  where  I  found  the  omission  of  the  words,  —  "till 
snch  act  be  done.'' 
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persed,  as  all  councils  do,  when  their  work  is  done*  And  if 
they  cotdd  have  been  reassembled,  what  should  they  come  to- 
gether for  ?  They  had  already  resulted  that  an  acquittal  by  a 
jury,  should  be  an  acquittal  by  the  council.  And  was  not  that 
enough  ? 

Permit  me  here  to  remind  you  of  what  took  place  at  your 
memorable  meeting  of  Janu&ry  7,  1845,  when  you  passed  your 
vote  expelling  me  from  the  Association  for  reasons  which  had 
no  foundation  in  truth.  Objections,  I  am  told,  were  made 
against  passing  that  *vote,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  prema- 
ture,^—  that  there  was  no  urgent  call  for  it,  —  that  I  had  just 
given  notice  of  ray  intention  of  coming  on  for  trial  as  soon  as  I 
could  make  the  necessary  preparation,  and  that  to  pass  the  vote 
under  such  circumstances  would  be  unjust  to  me,  as  tending  to 
forestall  public  sentiment,  and  to  prejudice  my  cause  before  a 
jury.  In  reply  to  these  objections,  it  was  urged  that  I  was  not 
sincere  in  my  avowal,  and  that  I  never  designed  to  give  myself 
up  for  trial  in  Boston.  And  when  it  was  asked,  "  What  will 
you  do  with  your  vote  if  he  should  come  on  for  trial  and  obtain 
an  acquittal?"  the  reply  was,  "The  vote  can  be  easily  re- 
scinded." But  there  the  vote  stands,  and  has  stood  unrescinded 
for  nearly  ten  years,  in  spite  of  the  decision  of  councils,  and 
jurors,  and  the  remonstrances  of  friends,  and  my  own  earnest 
pleadings  and  importunities.  And  not  only  so,  you  retain  it 
there  in  opposition  to  the  published  opinion  of  forty-six  of  the 
most  respectable  clergymen  of  your  own  denomination,  —  an 
opinion  expressed  in  the  following  language :  "  The  under- 
signed beg  leave,  as  individuals,  to  say  to  all  whom  it  may  con- 
cern, that  in  our  view,  on  the  ground  of  the  result  of  the  coun- 
cil, and  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  the  Rev.  Joy  H.  Fairchild  is, 
and  of  right  ought  to  be,  reinstated  in  his  ministry,  and  restored 
to  the  fellowship  and  communion  of  the  churches."  This  cer- 
tificiite  was  written  and  signed  in  July,  1845,  And  yet  now,  in 
July,  1854,  you  still  retain  on  your  records  a  vote  falsely  de- 
claring that  the  council  had  proved  and  declared  me  guilty  of 
seduction,  and  adultery,  and  falsehood,  and  expelling  me  from 
your  body  avowedly  on  the  ground  of  such  proof,  and  on  no 
other!  How  ministers  of  the  gospel  of  peace  and  good-will 
can  persist  in  such  wrong,  is  a  question  which  I  leave  with  you 
to  answer. 

But  methinks  I  hear  you  reply,  "  This  matter  is  no  longer  an 
open  question.  It  was  fully  and  finally  settled  by  the  award  of 
the  referees."  But,  Gentlemen,  nothing  ought  to  be  considei*ed 
OS  settled  which  is  not  right.     And  is  it,  —  can  it  be  right  de- 
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liberatdj  to  place  on  your  book  of  records  a  vote,  declaring 
that  a  clergyman  who  is  in  as  good  standing,  ecclesiastically  and 
civilly,  as  yourselves,  has  been  guilty  of  three  infamous  crimes, 
and  declaring  it  not  only  without  proof,  but  against  proof?  No, 
no ;  such  a  matter  can  never  be  settled,  until  right  is  done. 

My  main  object  in  the  libel  suit  against  Dr.  Adams  was  the 
protection  of  my  character  from  the  many  aspersions  which 
that  gentleman  had  so  unjustly  cast  upon  it.  But  to  my  utter 
surprise,  the  referees  decided  that  ^  the  question  of  my  inno- 
cence or  guilt,  not  being  submitted  to  them,  they  did  not  con- 
sider that  question."  Now  the  question,  and  the  only  question 
which  I  ever  thought  of  submitting  to  them  for  their  decision 
was  this :  Are  the  things  which  Dr.  Adams  hcu  said  and  writ* 
ten  about  me,  true  or  false  f  This  question  they  never  met. 
They  took  the  ground  that  he  was  privileged  to  say  and  do  all 
these  things,  whether  they  were  true  or  false,  right  or  wrong. 
I  have  been  repeatedly  assured  by  the  ablest  jurists  in  the  land, 
that  the  award  of  the  referees  was  not  founded  on  any  just  view 
of  the  law,  and  that  neither  the  plea  of  privilege  nor  the  statute 
of  limitations  had  any,  except  a  forced  application  to  the  case 
submitted  to  their  decision. 

But,  Gentlemen,  I  have  done  arguing  the  case  with  you. 
You  cannot  fail  to  see  the  right.  The  question  is,  will  you  do 
it  ?  I  sliall  be  satisfied  if  you  will  only  authorize  your  scribe 
to  write  on  the  margin  of  the  page  containing  your  preamble 
and  vote  of  January  7, 1845,  and  also  on  the  margin  of  the  page 
containing  the  report  of  Messrs.  Beecher  and  Thompson,  these 

words,  —  "  This  vote  was  rescinded  on  this day  of ^ 

1854."  Only  do  this,  and  direct  your  scribe  to  give  me  official 
notice  of  the  fact,  and  you  will  hear  nothing  more  from  me. 
The  controversy  will  then  end,  and  peace  be  restored.  But  if 
you  refuse,  and  the  question  comes  again  before  the  public,  the 
responsibility  shall  rest  on  yourselves.  If  you  think  that  the 
cause  of  truth  and  righteousness  can  be  promoted  by  your  per- 
sisting in  this  wrong,  or  any  thing  added  thereby  to  the  re- 
spectability and  influence  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  I 
can  only  say  that  your  judgment  differs  widely  from  that  of 
multitudes  in  the  community,  both  lay  and  clerical.  But  you 
must  not  expect  me  to  be  quiet,  so  long  as  that  false  and  infa- 
mous stigma  rests  on  my  name  in  your  book  of  records.  Never 
will  I  cease  my  efforts  to  have  those  records  set  right,  so  long  as 
God  gives  me  a  tongue  to  speak  or  a  hand  to  write. 

My  appeal  to  the  Association  for  my  just  rights  is,  with  this 
communication,  ended.     But  if  you  think  that  might  can  always 
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prevail  against  right,  you  may,  erelong,  learn  yonr  mistake. 
Do  you  imagine  that  you  can  safely  do  coUecHvely  as  an  Assocm- 
tian,  what  each  one  of  you  would  shrink  from  doing  tndivtdu-' 
aUy  ?  for  I  assert^  without  the  fear  of  contradiction,  that  not  one 
of  you  would  publish  to  the  world  your  preambles  and  votes  re- 
lating to  my  case,  and  certify,  with  his  own  name  appended,  that 
they  are  true.  A  regard  to  reputation,  if  nothing  else,  would 
prevent  such  an  act. 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

Accompanying  the  preceding  communication  was  the 
following  letter  addressed  to  the  scribe. 

South  Boston,  July  8, 1854. 
To  Rev.  A.  L.  Stone:  — 

Sir,  —  In  connection  with  this  note,  I  send  you  a  communi- 
cation addressed  to  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  which  I  re- 
quest you,  as  scribe,  to  lay  before  them  at  their  meeting  next 
Tuesday.  What  disposition  you  made  of  my  other  conmiunica- 
tion  addressed  to  the  Association  through  you,  I  am  not  in- 
formed. However  anxious  you  may  be  to  ignore  the  whole 
matter  in  relation  to  my  case,  you  must,  I  think,  know  something 
about  it,  otherwise  it  is  hardly  credible  that  you  would  •  have 
taken  so  much  interest  in  the  affair  as  to  have  obligated  your- 
self to  pay  Dr.  Adams  a  portion  of  the  expenses  of  his  trial 
before  the  referees.  Be  this  however  as  it  may,  as  you  have 
the  reputation  of  being  a  warm  friend  of  the  oppressed,  I  will 
not  do  you  the  injustice  to  suppose  it  possible  that  you  can  have 
refused  to  read  at  least  in  private  the  communication  referred 
to.  And  having  read  it,  you  must,  I  think,  have  seen  that  op- 
pression exists  in  more  forms  tlian  one.  You  must  have  seen, 
also,  the  great  wrong  which  the  Association  have  done  me,  and 
that  it  is  your  duty,  as  a  member  of  that  body,  where  you  have 
a  voice  and  a  vote,  to  act  in  defence  of  the  right  A  few  inde- 
pendent words,  such  as  you  uttered  on  the  4th  inst,  might  go  far 
towards  bringing  this  unpleasant  controversy  to  a  close,  and  pre- 
vent any  further  agitation  of  the  public  mind  on  the  subject. 
But  I  do  not  presume  to  dictate  to  you  the  course  which  yon 
shall  take  in  the  matter.  Yet  I  do  presume  that  you  wish  to 
have  justice  done ;  and  therefore  I  do  not  doubt  that  you  will  be 
ready  to  exert  yourself  for  so  desirable  an  object. 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.  H.  Faibchild. 


LIFE  OF  REV.  J.   H.  FAIRCHILD.  381 

I  soon  received  the  following  reply :  — 

Boston,  July  10,  1854. 
Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild:  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  Your  note  of  July  8th,  covering  a  communi- 
cation to  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  was  duly  received.  As 
to  the  first  package  of  which  you  speak,  which  was  sealed  and 
addressed  to  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  I  never  knew  from 
whence  it  came.  I  took  it  with  me  and  presented  it  at  the  first 
meeting  of  the  Association  afler  its  receipt.  But  that  meeting 
was  unusually  crowded  with  business,  —  as  we  had  a  large 
number  of  appointments  fulfilled,  and  four  candidates  to  exam- 
ine for  licensure.  Our  meeting  was  protracted  till  late  in  the 
afternoon,  and  at  the  close  of  the  examination,  only  four  breth- 
ren were  present.  It  was  resolved  to  lay  over  all  new  business 
to  the  next  meeting ;  and  the  communication  I  think  was  not 
opened  at  all. 

The  note  of  which  you  speak  as  having  lefl  at  my  house,  I 
never  received,  unless  indeed  it  may  have  been  without  your 
signature,  as  I  never  recid  anonymous  letters. 

The  next  regular  meeting  of  the  Association  was  held  at  East 
Boston.  I  could  not  be  present,  as  I  was  then  moving  into  the 
country.  I  have  not  seen  the  records  of  that  meeting,  but  was 
told  ^hat  there  were  only  three  persons  present,  and  no  business 
was  taken  up. 

We  meet  to-morrow  at  West  Roxbury.  But  I  shall  not  be 
present  as  I  am  preengaged  on  committee  at  Harvard  (College. 
I  will,  however,  transmit  your  communication,  and  in  due  time 
inform  you  of  the  issue.  You  will  perceive  that  there  has  been 
no  negligence  and  no  intentional  delay  in  the  premises. 

Very  truly  yours, 

A.  L.  Stone. 

The  next  day  I  replied  to  Mr.  Stone,  as  follows :  — 

South  Boston,  Jaly  11, 1854. 
To  Rev.  A.  L.  Stone:  — 

Sir,  —  I  have  just  received  your  note,  and  am  not  a  little 
surprised  at  your  statement  that  you  never  received  my  letter. 
I  called  at  your  house  on  Monday  morning,  March  20th.  A 
female  came  to  the  door ;  I  inquired  if  you  were  in ;  she 
replied  that  you  were ;  I  gave  her  the  note,  with  the  request 
that  she  would  hand  it  to  you.  It  was  sealed  and  directed  to 
Bev.  A.  L.  Stone.    In  about  an  hour  I  called  for  your  reply. 
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according  to  my  statement  in  the  note.  I  inquired  for  yoa 
again,  and  was  told  that  jou  were  in.  The  girl  invited  me  into 
the  parlor,  and  went  to  call  you.  Just  at  this  time  Rev.  Mr. 
Edgell  called,  and  while  we  were  conversing,  the  girl  returned 
and  informed  us  that  she  could  not  find  you.  I  then  asked  her 
if  you  had  left  a  note  for  Mr.  Fairchild,  and  requested  her  to 
look  on  your  study  tahle  for  one.  She  returned  and  said  that 
there  was  none.  Mr.  Edgell  and  myself  immediately  left,  and 
walked  some  distance  in  company.  He  told  me  his  busine^ 
with  you,  and  that  he  was  coming  on  a  certain  Sabbath  to 
preach  to  your  people  on  the  subject  of  his  agency. 

You  say  that  you  never  received  my  note,  unless  it  might 
have  been  without  my  signature,  and  that  you  never  read  anony- 
mous letters. 

You  must  think  me  amazingly  stupid  to  write  an  anonymous 
letter  and  carry  it  tnysdf  to  the  door,  and  in  it  state  that  I 
should  call  for  an  answer  in  about  an  hour.  And  pray  tell  me 
how  you  could  know  it  was  anonymous  without  opening  it  and 
looking  for  the  signature  ? 

You  will  observe  that  the  package  which  I  left  at  your  door, 
was  not  directed  to  your  care  far  the  Association,  but  to  you  at 
scribe,  to  be  communicated  at  their  next  meeting.  I  took  it  for 
granted  that  you  would  open  the  package,  that  you  might  see 
what  it  was,  and  whether  it  demanded  immediate  attention  %  for 
if  not  attended  to  at  the  next  meeting,  its  object  might  have 
been  wholly  defeated,  and  the  reading  of  it  at  any  future  meeting 
rendered  entirely  useless.  As  you  say  that  you  knew  not  from 
whence  it  came,  it  might  have  related  to  a  matter  of  so  much 
consequence  as  to  take  precedence  of  all  other  subjects  to  come 
before  the  Association.  I  make  these  remarks,  not  to  accuse 
you  of  negligence  or  inattention,  but  to  let  you  see  that  it  was 
no  fault  of  mine  that  the  communication  was  not  read,  or  that 
you  did  not  know  its  author  and  its  contents. 

I  hope,  my  dear  sir,  that  you  will  use  your  influence  to  have 
justice  done.  And  in  order  to  act  intelligently  in  the  matter, 
please  read  carefully  my  communication  of  March  2.  All  I 
ask  is  a  simple  vote  of  rescission.  If  any  action  is  taken  cast- 
ing the  least  slur  on  my  moral  character,  even  by  implication,  I 
shall  regard  it  as  a  new  outrage  upon  my  just  rights ;  for  I  am 
not  a  member  of  the  Association,  neither  do  I  ask  for  mem- 
bership. In  your  action  in  the  premises,  I  trust  that  you  will 
do  as  you  would  be  done  by  in  similar  circumstances.  You  are 
now  the  pastor  of  Park  Street  Church,  standing  high  in  the 
affection  and  confidence  of  the  public.    And  I  rejoice  that  it  Is 
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60.  But  unexpected  changes  often  happen.  The  time  may 
come  when  you  will  feel  your  need  of  the  sympathy  and  assis- 
tance of  your  ministerial  brethren.  ^You  have  been  bom; 
but  you  are  not  yet  buried." 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

Mr.  Stone's  reply. 

Boston,  July  12,  1854. 
Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild  :  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  Yours  of  yesterday  is  received.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  the  communication  addressed  to  the  Suffolk  South 
Association  which  was  laM  sent,  did  not  reach  them  on  Tuesday. 
I  took  the  trouble  to  go  over  to  East  Boston  on  Monday  to  Mr. 
Clark's,  who  had  the  record-book,  to  ask  him  to  take  charge  of 
the  book  and  the  communication,  and  convey  them  to  the  place 
of  meeting.  He  was  not  in,  and  I  left  my  request  with  his 
wife.  Tuesday  afternoon  I  received  a  note  from  him,  saying 
that  he  could  not  go.  I  regret  that  there  should  be  any  delay 
in  the  transmission  of  what  you  sent  to  me,  and  I  felt  desirous 
to  explain  how  it  had  again  occurred.  I  have  not  learned  the 
fete  of  the  first  communication  yet,  —  but  will  communicate 
with  you  as  soon  as  I  see  the  record. 

Very  truly  yours, 

A.  L.  Stone. 

The  same  day  on  which  my  last  letter  was  sent  to 
Mr.  Stone,  I  left  a  note  at  the  door  of  Dr.  Edward 
Beecher,  which  I  will  here  insert 

South  Boston,  July  10, 1854. 
To  Rev.  E.  Beecheb,  D.  D.  :  — 

Sir,  —  Early  in  March  I  left  with  the  scribe  of  Suffolk  South 
Association,  a  communication  to  be  laid  before  that  body.  Two 
meetings  have  since  been  held ;  but  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Association  has  taken  any  notice  of  that  communication.  As 
another  meeting  is  to  take  place  to-morrow,  I  now  write  to  in- 
form you  that  last  Saturday  I  forwarded  to  the  scribe  another 
communication.  As  you  are  especially  interested  in  that  com- 
munication, common  courtesy  seems  to  require  me  to  state  to 
you  tliat  fact.  I  have  made  my  last  appeal  to  the  Association. 
When  they  hear  from  me  again,  it  will  be  in  some  other  form. 

You  must  excuse  me  for  expressing  to  you  at  this  time  my 
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utter  amazement  at  the  course  which  you  have  seen  fit  to  adopt 
in  relation  to  my  afiairs.  I  have  no  time  to  go  into  detail.  But 
I  ask  you  carefully  to  review  your  conduct  towards  me,  begin- 
ning with  the  Exeter  CoundL  Think  of  what  you  then  said 
and  did,  not  only  in  the  presence  of  the  council  when  in  session, 
but  during  their  recesses  and  adjournments.  Think  of  the  un- 
kind and  untrue  statements  which  you  have  made  about  me  be- 
fore the  Association  and  on  other  occasions.  And  above  all 
please  review  the  declarative  vote  which  you  and  Mr.  Thomp- 
son recommended  to  the  Association,  and  caused  to  be  placed 
upon  your  records.  How  could  you,  as  an  honest  man,  put 
your  name  to  a  report  so  unjust  to  me,  and  so  inconsistent  with 
the  truth  ?  When  I  read  that  report  to  a  friend  of  yours,  and 
to  whose  tongue  and  pen  you  have  been  somewhat  indebted  in 
former  times,  he  remarked  with  a  good  deal  of*  emphasis,  ^That 
is  adding  insult  to  injury.*'  In  your  zeal  for  the  oppressed 
slave,  you  seem  not  to  be  aware  that  there  is  any  other  oppres- 
sion but  slavery,  —  and  least  of  all,  that  you  yourself  may  be 
the  oppressor.  But  let  the  Association,  or  any  one  of  its  mem- 
bers treat  you,  whether  for  your  real  or  supposed  delinquencies, 
as  you  have  treated  me,  and  you  would  soon  be  heard  defend- 
ing yourself  with  as  much  power  and  eloquence  as  you  now  de- 
fend the  poor  slave. 

But  I  did  not  intend  to  write  half  so  much  when  I  took  up 
my  pen.  I  wish  simply  to  say  to  you  that  it  is  now  in  your 
power  to  put  an  end  to  all  strife  between  me  and  the  Associa- 
tion. In  my  last  communication  I  pointed  out  the  way  in  which 
it  can  easily  be  done.  If  you  can  suggest  a  better  way,  so  be 
it  Only  let  it  be  done.  I  do  hope  that  I  shall  have  no  further 
occasion  to  move  in  this  matter,  but  that  you  will  take  the 
ground  at  once  that  the  Association  must  do  me  a  simple  act  of 
justice  by  making  their  records  conform  to  the  truth.  This  is 
all  I  ask.  But  if  you  choose  to  have  it  otherwise,  then  you 
must  meet  the  responsibility  before  God  and  man.  For  I  am 
in  earnest  when  I  say  that  matters  will  not  always  rest  as  they 
now  are.  Respectfully  yours, 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

Dr.  Beecher's  reply. 

Boston,  July  12,  1854. 
Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild:  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  In  reply  to  your  note,  I  would  inform  you  that 
I  attended  the  meeting  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  but  did 
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not  find  tlie  communication  to  which  you  refer  as  your  last.  I 
have  not  seen  the  person  who  had  charge  of  it,  and  do  not 
know  why  he  was  absent.  A.  committee,  however,  was  ap- 
pointed to  receive  it  and  yonr  preceding  communication,  and  to 
call,  if  expedient,  a  special  meeting  of  the  Association.  Of 
their  action,  and  of  that  of  the  Association,  you  will  be  notified 
as  soon  as  they  come  to  a  decision. 

I  am  yours  respectfully, 

£.  Beecher. 

I  wac  very  glad  to  receive  such  notes  from  Messrs. 
Stone  and  Beecher,  as  they  seemed  to  indicate  the  near 
appraich  of  that  day  which  would  terminate  my 
troul  es  with  the  Association,  I  anticipated  that  very 
soor  I  should  see  a  notice  calling  a  special  meeting  of 
the  Aijsociation.  But  several  weeks  having  passed 
aw«y,  and  no  such  notice  given,  I  concluded  that  those 
notes  were  written  without  any  previous  consultation 
with  Dr.  Adams,  and  that  he  had  since  been  consulted, 
and  "had  put  them  all  aback,"  as  he  did  Mr.  Kirk. 
Remaining  quiet  till  October,  I  then  sent  the  subjoined 
note  to  Mr.  Stone. 

South  Boston,  October  2, 1854. 
To  Rev.  A.  L.  Stone  :  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  In  your  note  of  July  12th,  in  reply  to  mine 
of  the  preceding  day,  you  inform  me  that  you  were  not  able  to 
attend  the  last  meeting  of  the  Association,  and  did  not  know 
the  fate  of  my  communication  of  March  2d,  1854.  But  you 
close  your  note  in  these  words  :  **  I  will  communicate  with  you 
as  soon  as  I  see  the  rexiord."  It  is  now  nearly  three  months 
since  you  gave  me  this  assurance.  Presuming  that  you  must 
have  seen  the  record  ere  this  time,  I  can  account  for  this  delay 
only  on  the  ground  of  forgetfulness.  I  send  you  this  note  to 
**  stir  up  your  pure  mind  by  way  of  remembrance,"  and  to  re- 
quest you  to  conmiunicate  with  me  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.   H.    FAIRCniLD. 

The  next  day  Mr.  Stone  replied  as  follows :  — 

33 
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Boston,  October  3, 1854. 
Eev.  J.  H.  Fairchild  :  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  I  have  been  out  of  town,  and  out  of  the 
State  for  several  weeks,  and  had  forgotten  your  request.  The 
matter  is  not  yet  quite  complete.  Both  communications  of 
yours  are  in  the  hands  of  a  committee,  who  are  preparing  a 
minute,  I  believe,  which  will  probably  be  communicated  to  you 
in  a  short  time. 

My  impression  is,  though  I  speak  without  knowledge,  that 
the  former  record,  of  which  you  complain,  will  be  modified  or 
erased.  Yours  truly, 

A.  L.  Stone. 

On  the  same  day  that  I  addressed  the  above  note  to 
Mr.  Stone,  I  sent  the  following  note  to  Dr.  Beecher :  — 

South  Bostok,  October  2, 1854. 
Rev.  E.  WecHER,  D.  D. :  — 

My  dear  Sir,  —  Your  note  of  July  12th,  in  reply  to  mine  of 
July  11th,  was  duly  received,  in  which  you  notify  me  that  you 
attended  the  meeting  of  the  Association  holden  on  the  preced- 
ing day,  and  that  the  person  who  had  charge  of  my  communi- 
cation, was  not  present.  But  you  say  that  a  committee  was 
appointed  to  receive  them,  and  to  call,  if  expedient,  a  special 
meeting  of  the  Association.  And  you  add,  "of  their  aetion 
and  of  that  of  the  Association  you  will  be  notified  as  soon  as 
they  come  to  a  decision."  Presuming  that  they  have  by  this 
time  come  to  a  decision,  I  hereby  request  you  to  give  me  the 
promised  notice,  and  also  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  who 
composed  the  committee. 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

To  this  note  Dr.  Beecher  made  no  reply.  It  seems 
that  before  the  next  meeting  of  the  Association  they 
had  appointed  a  new  scribe,  —  the  Rev.  T.  Laurie  of 
West  Roxbury.  The  next  note  which  I  received  was 
from  him : — 

West  Roxbury,  November  10, 1854. 
Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild  :  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  At  the  meeting  of  the  Suffolk  South  Associii- 
tioQ  held  at  Brookline  on  the  7th  instant,  it  was  voted  that, 
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owing  to  the  absence  of  the  volume  containing  the  records  re- 
ferred to  in  your  recent  letters,  action  on  your  request  be 
deferred  till  the  next  meeting,  and  the  scribe  was  requested  to 
communicate  to  you  this  action  of  the  Association.  I  regret 
the  delay,  but  as  neither  that  volume  nor  your  letters  were 
present,  it  could  not  be  avoided. 

Yours  truly,  T.  Laurie, 

Scribe  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association. 

If  Mr.  Stone,  the  former  scribe,  had  written  this 
note,  there  would  have  been  no  call  for  a  reply.  But 
after  considerable  reflection,  I  concluded  to  write  to 
Mr.  Laurie.  And  on  the  5th  of  December  I  wrote  him 
a  long  letter.  I  did  not  address  him  as  scribe,  but  sim- 
ply in  his  individual  and  private  capacity.  As  he  was 
a  new  member  and  a  new  scribe,  my  object  was  to 
make  him  acquainted  with  the  present  state  of  my 
affairs  in  the  Association,  so  that  Dr.  Adams  might  not 
take  advantage  of  his  inexperience,  and  involve  him  in 
such  serious  difficulty  as  he  had  Mr.  Alvord.  As  there 
is  nothing  in  the  letter  of  special  interest  to  the  reader, 
and  no  reason  occurs  why  it  should  be  published,  I  will 
not  insert  it. 

The  next  day  after  the  Association  met  in  January,  I 
received  from  the  scribe  the  following  communica- 
tion:— 

West  Roxburt,  January  3, 1855. 
Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild  :  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  As  scribe  of  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  it 
becomes  my  duty  to  communicate  to  you  the  folio wfhg  extract 
from  the  minutes  of  the  meeting  of  yesterday,  namely :  — 

"The  scribe  reported  that  lie  had  attempted  to  obtain  the 
volume  of  records  which  contain  the  action  of  the  Association 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Fairchild,  but  without  success ;  whereupon 
it  was 

"  Resolved^  That  in  view  of  the  absence  of  these  records,  as 
also  of  the  committee  having  this  subject  in  charge,  final  action 
in  this  case  be  deferred. 
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«  Eesohedy  That  the  scribe  be  directed  to  make  further  efforts 
to  obtain  said  records.     It  was  also 

*'  Voted,  That  the  scribe  be  requested  to  communicate  to  Mr. 
Fairchild  the  action  of  the  Association  in  his  case  at  the  pres- 
ent meeting,  and  to  state  what  efforts  have  been  made  to  obtain 
the  missing  records." 

The  scribe  then  goes  on  to  state  these  efforts,  and 
mentions  that  at  the  close  of  the  meeting  he  fomid  the 
records  on  the  entry  table  among  the  hats,  having  been 
sent  there  by  my  junior  counsel,  in  whose  possession 
they  were  found. 

Mr.  Laurie  closes  his  communication  as  follows :  — 

You  will  perceive  that  I  write  under  instructions  from  the 
Association ;  and  as  I  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  go  beyond  them, 
I  must  decline  answering  the  inquiries  in  your  letter  of  the 
fifth  which  came  duly  to  hand. 

It  is  with  very  great  reluctance  that  I  have  any  thing  at  all 
to  do  with  the  matter.  I  consent  to  write  this  only  as  a  part 
of  my  duty  as  scribe  of  the  Association,  and  wish  to  have  no 
further  connection  with  the  affair  than  is  thus  rendered  una* 
voidable.  Respectfully  yours, 

T.  Laurie, 
Scribe  of  Suffolk  South  Association. 

In  this  letter  Mr.  Laurie  declines  answering  certain 
inquiries  in  my  letter  of  December  5th.  I  was  not  con- 
scious of  having  made  any  inquiries  in  that  letter ;  and 
after  a  careful  perusal  of  the  copy  which  I  had  retained, 
I  could  not  find  the  least  shadow  of  any  inquiry  what- 
ever, whifli  should  put  him  so  carefully  on  guard,  lest 
he  should  transcend  the  instructions  of  the  Association. 
On  the  9th  day  of  January  I  called  on  Mr.  Laurie  at 
his  house,  to  ask  him  to  be  kind  enough  to  explain 
what  he  meant  by  those  inquiries  which  I  had  put  to 
him.  I  called  in  a  neighborly  manner,  and  expected 
from  him  a  neighborly  answer.     But  I  choose  not  to 


UFB  OF  REV.  J.  H.  FAIBCHILD.  389 

narrate  here  the  particulars  of  my  interview  with  Jiim. 
Unless  duty  should  hereafter  require  their  publication, 
I  will  content  myself  with  quoting  one  single  sentence 
from  a  letter  which  I  wrote  him  a  few  days  after, 
though  I  have  on  record  a  careful  narrative  of  what 
took  place  on  that  occasion :  — 

"When  I  called  at  your  house  last  Tuesday,  I  addressed  you, 
then  an  entire  stranger  to  me,  with  whatever  decorum  and 
courtesy  I  could  command ;  but  the  return  from  you  was  abrupt 
incivility  and  rude  neglect,  such  as  I  have  seldom  known  in  my 
intercourse,  for  more  than  half  a  century,  with  any  who  made 
the  least  pretensions  to  goodbreeding,  and  such  as  I  hope,  for 
your  sake,  I  shall  never  have  occasion  to  publish  to  the  world. 

When  Mr.  Alvord  was  scribe,  he  acted  under  instruc- 
tions, or  rather,  as  he  expressed  it,  under  "  restrictions  " 
from  the  Association.  But  when  he  was  put  on  oath, 
and  the  question  was  pressed  home  upon  him,  he  con- 
fessed that  the  restrictions  were  laid  on  him  by  Mr. 
Adams,  —  that  Mr.  Adams  thought  he  was  doing  his 
duty  in  not  giving  up  the  records,  and  that "  his  refushig 
to  testify  would  be  a  defence  to  himJ^  Yes,  there  was 
Mr.  Alvord  testifying  under  oath  that  he  did  not  know 
absolutely  that  Dr.  Adams  was  a  member  of  the  Asso- 
ciation, and  that  he  could  not  give  up  the  records,  or 
even  acknowledge  his  own  handwriting,  or  that  he  him- 
self was  scribe  of  the  Association,  without  exposing 
himself  to  a  criminal  prosecution !  And  doing  all  this 
under  the  instructions  or  restrictions  of  Dr.  Adams ! 
But  I  am  told  by  Mr.  Alvord's  friends  that  he  has  sinc^ 
expressed  his  regret  that  he  did  not  act  on  his  own  con- 
victions of  duty,  and  answer  the  questions  put  to  him 
without  equivocation  or  reserve.  I  am  glad  to  hear  of 
this  confession  from  him.  But  the  disgrace  will  adhere 
to  him,  wherever  the  case  is  known,  as  long  as  he  lives. 
If  Mr.  Laurie  had  only  known  in  what  a  sad  predica* 
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mesfc  Mr.  Alvord  was  brought  by  obeying  the  instroo* 
tions  of  Dr.  Adams,  he  would,  I  doubt  not,  have  taken 
a  very  different  course.  He  is,  however,  in  the  way  of 
learning,  if  he  has  not  already  learnt,  that  it  will  be 
much  wiser  and  safer  for  him  to  follow  the  instructions 
of  the  Bible  and  his  own  conscience,  than  those  of  Dr. 
Adams. 


CHAPTER  XXXI. 

The  following  communication  was  received  from  the 
scribe  the  day  after  its  date :  — 

Wbst  Roxburt,  March  7,  1855. 
Rev.  J.  II.  Fairchild  :  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  At  the  meeting  of  tlie  Suffolk  South  Associa- 
tion  yesterday,  the  following  votes  were  passed,  namely  :  — 

Resolved,  That  all  votes  upon  our  records  in  regard  to  ]\Ir. 
Joy  II.  Fairchild's  character  and  exclusion  from  this  body  be, 
and  the  same  hereby  are,  rescinded. 

Resolved,  That  in  view  of  all  the  history  of  his  case,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  body,  it  is  nevertheless  inexpedient  that  his  con- 
nection with  this  Association  should  be  continued,  and  the  same 
is  hereby  terminated. 

Resolved,  That  the  scribe  be  directed  to  furnish  a  copy  of  the 
above  resolutions  to  Mr.  Fairchild. 

A  true  copy,  —  Attest,  T.  Laurie,  Scribe. 

The  next  day  I  addressed  to  the  scribe  the  subjoined 

note:  — 

South  Boston,  March  8, 1855. 

To  the  Rev.  T.  Laurie,  Scribe  of  Suffolk  South  Association  :  — 

Dear  Sir,  —  Your  letter  of  yesterday  has  just  come  to  hand. 
And  I  send  you  this  note  to  request  you,  as  scribe  of  Suffolk 
South  Association,  to  name  to  me  the  gentlemen  who  composed 


i 


LIFE  OF  REV.  J.  H.  FAIRCHHiD.  391 

the  committee  appointed  bj  the  Association  at  their  meeting 
last  July,  to  receiye  my  communications  and  report  thereon, 
agreeably  to  the  notice  given  me  by  Dr.  Edward  Beechcr  in 
his  note,  dated  July  12,  1854,  and  repeated  in  a  note  to  me 
dated  the  3d  day  of  last  October  by  Rev.  A.  L.  Stone,  your 
former  scribe.  I  wish  also  to  know  the  names  of  those  who 
voted  for  the  Resolves  at  your  meeting  on  Tuesday  last,  and 
whether  my  communications  of  March  2,  and  July  8,  1854,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Suffolk  South  Association,  were  ever,  to  your 
knowledge,  read  to  that  body. 

Please  reply  at  your  earliest  convenience,  and  oblige 

Yours  truly, 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

After  waiting  about  three  weeks,  and  hearing  nothing 
from  the  scribe,  I  called  on  him  at  his  house  the  4th  day 
of  April.  And  I  take  pleasure  in  stating  that  his  deport- 
ment on  this  occasion  was  becoming  a  Christian  gen- 
tleman. He  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  my  note,  but 
had  sent  me  no  reply.  I  told  him  that  I  had  come  to 
look  at  the  records,  in  order  to  obtain  the  information 
which  I  had  requested  him  as  scribe,  to  communicate  to 
me,  in  my  note  of  March  8.  But  I  could  not  prevail  on 
him  to  grant  my  request,  though  I  asked  nothing  but 
my  just  right.  He  said  that  he  was  acting  under  instruc- 
tions from  the  Association,  and  could  not  depart  from 
them.  And  so  I  was  obliged  to  return,  as  ignorant  as  I 
went,  in  relation  to  all  the  matters  about  which  I  sought 
to  be  informed.  The  following  letter,  addressed  to  the 
Association,  I  sent  to  the  scribe  :  — 

South  Boston,  May  7,  1855. 

To  THE  Suffolk  South  Association:  — 

In  a  former  communication  to  your  reverend  body,  I  declared 
my  purpose  to  make  thereafter  no  claim  hy  personal  application, 
that  you  rescind  your  false  and  injurious  vote  of  January  7, 
1845.  After  its  retention  for  so  many  years  on  your  records, 
•—  after  so  full  an  exposure  of  its  falseness,  and  after  so  many 
ineffectual  endeavors  to  obtain  from  you  an  act  of  justice  so 
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manifestly  due,  it  did  not  seem  becoming  to  me  to  call  ap«»n  jou 
again  in  any  way  that  would  find  you  insensible  either  to  the 
source  or  the  merit  of  the  calL 

The  event,  I  need  not  say,  has  justified  the  expectation  that 
a  forewarning  of  danger  would  avail  more  than  the  just  sensi- 
bilities of  honor  and  conscience.  I  have  accordingly  received 
from  your  scribe  a  note,  accompanied  by  the  two  following  Re- 
solves, the  second  of  which  is  the  occasion  of  these  presents :  — 

"  Resolved^  That  all  votes  upon  our  records  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Joy  H.  Fairchild's  character  and  exclusion  from  this  body  hcy 
and  the  same  hereby  are,  rescinded. 

"  Resolvedy  That  in  view  of  all  the  history  of  his  case,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  body,  it  is  nevertheless  inexpedient  that  his  con- 
nection with  this  Association  should  be  continued,  and  the  same 
is  hereby  terminated." 

The  following  statement  of  facts  and  principles  will  illustrate 
the  character  of  the  foregoing  resolves,  and  with  it  the  moral 
genius  of  the  chief  agents  in  those  very  remarkable  transac- 
tions. 

1.  The  false  record  was  made  January  7,  1845,  and  the  Re- 
solve wliich  resoinded  that  record  was  adopted  March  7,  1855. 

2.  The  recorded  vote  of  January  7,  1845,  declared  me  to  be 
no  longer  a  member  of  the  Association. 

3.  During  those  ten  years  I  never  met  with  the  Association 
as  a  member,  —  never  considered  myself  as  a  member,  —  was 
never  considered  as  a  member  by  the  Association ;  but  was 
always  considered  both  by  myself  and  them,  as  not  being  a 
member. 

4.  So  far  from  being  a  member,  —  being  treated  as  a  mem- 
ber,—  or  having  any  privilege  as  a  member,  I  was  not  even  al- 
lowed to  examine  the  records  of  the  Association,  but  to  the 
last  they  liave  been  studiously,  artfully,  and  sometimes  by  pre- 
varication, kept  from  my  sight  and  knowledge,  so  that  I  could 
not  learn  by  inspection,  or  by  information  from  the  scribe,  what 
they  contained  in  relation  to  myself,  and  to  the  dearest  interests 
I  had  til  is  side  the  grave. 

5.  When  in  1849, 1  learned  for  the  first  time  the  vote  and 
record  of  January  7,  1845,  and  claimed  that  the  false  record  be 
expunged,  I  was  not  allowed  the  favor,  though  I  earnestly  im- 
portuned it,  of  being  present  during  the  proceedings  in  regard 
to  said  claim ;  nor  were  the  chief  recorded  doings  respecting  it 
ever  made  known  to  me  by  authority  or  |>ermission  of  the  As- 
sociation, but  were  carefully  kept  from  my  knowledge. 

6.  For  years  I  have  been  a  member  of  another  miniaterial 
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body,  —  The  Suffolk  Central  Fraternity,  —  comprehending  in 
its  plan,  all  the  objects  for  which  the  Suffolk  South  Association 
was  formed,  and  having  all  the  inherent  rights,  powers,  and 
privileges  which  the  Suffolk  South  Association  is  competent  to 
have  and  use  with  fidelity  to  the  fundamental  and  constitutional 
principles  of  Congregationalism,  which  deny  to  ministerial  asso- 
ciations all  right  of  jurisdiction,  authority  of  discipline,  and 
power  of  censure,  strictly  confining  such  right,  authority,  and 
power  to  churches  only,  in  all  cases  whatsoever. 

7.  No  person  ever  becomes  or  can  become  a  member  of  a 
ministerial  association,  except  voluntarily,  and  by  his  own  con- 
sent made  known  to  it  by  himself. 

8.  From  January  7,  1845,  (when  my  membership  in  the  Suf- 
folk South  Association  ceased,  and  by  its  vote  and  record  was 
declared  to  have  ended,)  down  to  the  passage  of  the  Resolve  of 
March  7,  1855,  which  declares  my  membership  to  be  then  in 
continuance,  and  to  terminate  then  by  force  of  that  Resolve,  I  had 
never  in  any  way  consented  to  the  renewal  of  my  extinguished 
membership. 

9.  No  member  of  a  ministerial  association  is  under  any  civil, 
ecclesiastical,  or  moral  obligation  to  remain  tf  member  of  it 
against  his  own  will.  His  consent  to  stay  in  it,  expressed  or 
implied,  is  as  necessary  as  his  consent  to  enter  it.  In  either 
case  his  own  good  pleasure  is  a  perfect  law  ;  and  is  all  the  law 
he  knows,  or  can  know  of  in  regard  to  it.  If  he  can  be  tied  for 
a  day  he  can  be  tied  for  life.  He  enters  it  on  no  condition  of 
remaining  in  it  beyond  his  own  discretion.  Were  he  to  assume 
or  consent  to  any  other  condition,  it  would  be  void  from  the  be- 
ginning. It  might  conflict  with  duties  of  his  profession,  or  with 
other  duties,  of  whose  claims  he  is  the  sole  judge  on  earth.  Ev- 
idently his  own  discretion  is  as  competent  in  leaving,  as  in  join- 
ing. He  cannot  be  required  even  to  declare  his  reasons  for 
leaving.  It  may  be  that  the  stronger  his  reasons  are  for  ter- 
minating his  membership,  the  greater  is  the  wisdom  of  keep- 
ing them  to  himself.  In  every  way  the  liberty  and  the  respon 
sibility  are  all  his  own ;  and  to  infringe  on  them  is  arroganco 
and  usurpation. 

10.  As  the  vote  of  January  7, 1845,  which  terminated  my 
membership,  was  professedly  based  on  a  preamble  that  was 
false,  60  the  rescinding  of  said  preamble  and  its  dependent  vote 
would,  with  my  consent,  restore  my  membership  by  a  natural 
and  just  effect,  —  that  vote  being,  in  such  case,  the  only  evidence 
of  non-membership.  But  no  such  effect  could  take  place  against 
my  express  dissent, — such  declared  dissent  being,  of  itself,  plen* 
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ary  evidence  of  nan'Tnembership,  it  being  the  right  of  erery 
member  of  a  ministerial  association  to  dissolve  his  conncctioo 
witli  it  at  his  own  pleasure,  and  notice  thereof,  either  expressed 
or  implied,  being  the  only  way  by  which  he  can  dissolve  it. 

11.  So  far  from  claiming  to  retain  my  membership,  and  to 
hold  it  in  continuance  during  the  ten  years  in  which  the  Asso- 
ciation had  by  vote,  record,  and  other  ways,  declared  me  not  6 
member,  and  so  far  from  consenting,  in  any  way,  to  renew  oi 
acknowledge  a  membership  which  had  so  long  ceased,  I  had  ex- 
pressly, and  in  writing,  assured  you,  that  I  neither  was  nor 
wished  to  be  a  member  of  your  body.  Having  had  much 
and  long  experience  of  your  stealth  and  indirection ;  having 
felt  so  often  the  inconvenience  of  your  proclivity  to  annoy  me 
by  such  covert  and  oblique  ways  as  came  short  of  legal  respon- 
sibility ;  and  not  doubting  of  your  future  crafl  and  double-deal- 
ing, if  you  could  conscientiously  invent  a  way  that  would  shield 
you  from  a  legal  process,  I  was  the  more  careful  to  cut  you  off 
from  all  pretext  tor  shuffling,  by  the  explicit  declaration  of  my 
non  -membership,  by  assuring  you  of  my  indisposition  to  renew 
it,  and  by  a  direct  request  that  in  rescinding  your  ten  years' 
falsehoods,  yoif  would  refrain  from  a  mere  discharge  of  bile  on 
one  whom  you  had  already  injured  beyond  your  power  of  rep- 
aration. 

12.  My  entire  request  and  claim  were  fully  answered  and 
complied  with  by  the^^r*^  of  the  two  Resolves  of  March  7, 1855, 
as  that  one  Resolve,  and  that  alone,  completely  rescinded  the  rec- 
ord complained  of,  —  a  record  which  was  made  by  those  who 
never  were  ignorant  of  the  facts  it  denied  and  suppressed,  and 
which  having  been  pertinaciously  kept  and  obstinately  defended 
for  more  than  ten  years,  was  at  last  rescinded  with  no  new  light 
whatever,  except  that  of  public  indignation,  to  convince  them 
of  its  inexcusable  falseness. 

13.  Comparing  the  record  of  January  7,  1845,  with  the 
second  Resolve  of  March  7, 1855,  and  thus  ascertaining  their  sep- 
arate and  joint  import  and  mutual  opposition,  it  appears  that  my 
membership  in  the  Association  both  ceased  and  did  not  cease  in 
1845,  —  that  for  ten  years  it  had  no  existence,  and  yet  existed 
all  that  while,  —  that  I  was,  at  one  and  the  same  time,  a  mem- 
ber and  not  a  member,  —  that  membership  continued  ten  years 
after  it  ended,  —  that  it  was  terminated  by  each  of  two  acts,  one 
of  which  was  done  ten  years  after  the  other,  —  and  what  was 
fully  done  January  7*  1845,  was  not  done  at  all  till  March  7, 
1855.  Will  it  not  require  more  than  a  *' conflict  of  ayes"  to 
reconcile  such  contradictions,  and  make  them  square  with  com- 
aoion  sense  and  comnioa  honesty! 
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Such  then  are  the  essential  facts  and  principles  which  illus- 
trate the  character  of  the  two  Resolves  of  March  7,  1855.     Do 
thej  not  exhibit  a  fit  end  of  a  false  beginning,  and  shed  a  clear 
light  ou  the  history  of  intermediate  years?    Can,  the  conclusion 
be  escaped,  that,  however  great  was  the  wrong  of  making  the 
false  record,  and  of  nursing  it  with  fond  and  jealous  care  through 
all  that  stretch  of  time,  it  is  exceeded  by  the  meanness  of  tlic 
joint  Resolves  which  rescinded  the  inveterate  record,  and  yet 
contrived  to  perpetuate  its  malignity  ?     If  in  so  saying,  I  have 
used   strong   language,  have  I  not  spoken  in  well-mcjisurcd 
words  ?  Do  not  facts  justify  and  require  at  least  all  that  I  have 
said  ?     Can  charity  itself  say  that  the  inventors  of  such  Re- 
solves knew  not  what  they  were  about  ?     Their  studied  con- 
trivance is  only  the  more  seen,  the  closer  they  are  examined 
separately,  and  compared  together.     As  the  first  of  those  Re- 
solves fully  rescinded  the  false  record,  and  thus  answered  my 
entire  claim,  —  as  my  membership  had  terminated  by  the  re- 
corded vote  of  the  Association,  ten  years  before,  —  as  such  had 
been  and  continued  to  be  the  understanding,  declaration,  and 
treatment  of  the  fact  by  all  concerned,  neither  party  deeming  or 
suspecting  that  my  membership  remained  in  continuance,  —  as 
a  declared  consent  is  always  prerequisite  to  membership,  and  no 
such  consent  had  been  given,  —  as  instead  of  expressing  or  in- 
timating a  willingness  to  renew  the  long  dissolved  connection,  I 
had  expressly  assured  the  Association  that  I  neither  was  nor 
wished  to  be  a  member  of  it,  —  as  therefore,  the  second  liesolvo 
which  declared  my  membership  to  be  thereby  terminated,  could 
be  of  no  practical  or  even  theoretical  advantage,  or  have  any 
tendency  whatever  to  any  true  and  proper  object  of  the  Associa- 
tion, —  and  as  the  said  second  Resolve  was  not  only  wholly  inop- 
erative and  nugatory,  but  must  have  been  well  known  to  the  As- 
sociation to  be  only  superfluous,  impotent,  and  void  in  respect  of 
what  it  pretended  to  be  and  to  do,  does  it  not  follow  by  inevi- 
table inference,  that  no  honorable  motive  could  have  prompted 
the  invention  of  so  shallow  a  device  ?    Is  it  not  evident,  that  in 
stead  of  being  a  stupid  blunder  of  doctors  in  divinity,  it  was  a 
hopeful  trick  to  preserve  to  the  last  at  least  a  seeming  consis- 
tency in  folly  and  wrong,  if  under  cover  of  it  they  might  con- 
ceal their  own  mortified  pride,  and  gratify  a  morbid  appetite  to 
do  me  harm  ? 

Had  the  first  of  your  two  Resolves  of  March  last,  completed 
your  doing  in  regard  to  me,  such  unwonted  discretion  would 
have  spared  me  the  necessity  of  rebuking  the  meanness  and 
cowardice  which  your  second  Resolve  betrays  in  the  whole  per- 
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formancc.  What  though  in  the  first  Resolve  70a  prefix  a 
simple  Mr,  to  my  name,  and  thus  deny  me  an  official  title 
which  best  becomes  him  who  claims  it  least,  I  might  well  have 
overlooked  the  harmless  fitng,  and  smiled  at  the  spent  arrow, 
flung  in  your  Parthian  flight.  But  when  I  came  to  your  sec- 
ond Resolve,  and  saw  not  only  what  it  was  in  itself,  but  the 
mutual  relations  and  bearings  of  both,  I  could  not  fail  to  see 
that  in  your  reluctant  retreat  from  apprehended  danger,  you 
still  cherished  the  hope  of  doing  in  ambush,  what  you  never 
had  courage  to  do  in  an  open  field  and  by  manly  strengtli. 
When,  therefore,  I  discovered  that  while  holding  out  the  calu- 
met of  peace,  you  were  yet  poisoning  arrows  in  your  lurking- 
places,  I  did  not  deem  it  wise  either  to  myself  or  the  public  to 
leave  you  to  your  haunts  unmolested. 

I  had  heard  and  read  of  the  skulking  stealth  of  savage  war- 
fare, and  of  the  implacable  spirit  of  aboriginal  hate  ;  but  I  had 
not  thought  to  see  in  this  chosen  place  of  civilization  and 
blessed  heritage  of  Christian  light,  a  persecution  at  once  so 
mean,  vindictive,  and  relentless,  carried  on,  in  wily  ambush,  by 
titled  ministers  of  the  gospel  of  grace.  The  necessity  of  ex- 
posing it,  like  that  of  enduring  it,  is  no  choice  of  mine.  From 
my  discovery  in  1849,  of  your  false  record  of  1845,  onward  to 
your  Resolves  of  1855,  your  aggressions  have  compelled  me  to 
a  defence  which,  of  itself,  is  any  thing  but  a  pleasure.  It  is, 
however,  some  relief  to  be  able  to  say,  in  behalf^  of  religion 
and  humanity,  what  many  will  be  glad  to  know,  that  even  in 
the  Suffolk  South  Association  there  are  ministers  who  never 
could  consent  to  lead  in  so  ignoble  an  enterprise,  but  who  have 
wanted  resolution  to  resist  what  in  heart  they  abhorred.  It  is 
only  another  instance  of  what  oflen  happens  in  combinations  of 
men,  that  the  arrogant  assume  the  responsibility  of  bad  meas- 
ures, and  the  diflident  help  their  accomplishment  as  if  they  had 
no  obligations  of  their  own.  There  always  have  been,  and 
there  always  will  be,  "  masters  of  assemblies."  The  habit  of 
submission  becomes  the  strength  of  tyranny.  Ten  years  have 
witnessed  this  unworthy  truth  in  your  own  experience.  If  at 
the  outset  the  followers  had  had  half  the  boldness  of  their 
leaders,  it  would  have  saved  the  Association  the  disgrace  of 
abortive  meanness,  the  chagrin  of  exposed  insincerity,  and  that 
public  contempt  which  finds  no  relief  in  the  consciousness  of 
self-respect.  The  dignity  of  your  office,  and  the  titles  given  to 
adorn  it,  do  but  render  more  conspicuous  the  dishonor  by  which 
they  are  contrasted.  Had  your  profession  been  that  of  jockeys, 
instead  of  the  gospel  ministry,  and  your  celebrity  that  of  wan- 
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dering  sharpers,  instead  of  doctors  in  divinity,  what  moiB  deci- 
sive proof  could  you  have  given  of  a  lurch  for  small  cunning 
and  petty  overreaching  ? 

But  whateve^'  I  may  have  hitherto  had  at  your  hands  to 
complain  of,  I  see  much  in  your  two  Resolves  of  March  last  to 
be  thankful  for,  though  not  to  you.  Though  both  were  devised 
with  the  same  meanness  of  spirit,  and  each  was  intended  to  aid 
the  other  in  mischief,  I  should  be  especially  grateful  for  that 
which  was  evidently  expected  to  annoy  me  most  It  is  not  in 
my  heart  to  ask  you  to  rescind  that  second  Resolve,  the  cul- 
mination of  ten  years  folly  and  shame.  Let  it  abide  on  your 
records  to  the  end  of  time.  Let  it  remain  closely  associated 
with  the  first,  that  each  may  illustrate  the  other,  and  both  to- 
gether the  moral  genius  of  their  inventors.  Suffer  no  hand  to 
obliterate  any  part  of  that  epitome  of  a  ten  years'  history. 
Let  it  not,  like  the  doings  of  which  it  is  the  rival  and  the  mirror, 
be  hid  in  the  privacy  of  a  sealed  book.  Let  no  fxUure  scribe 
dread  the  frown  of  his  masters  for  revealing  its  secret  history, 
or  giving  a  transcript  of  its  expressive  lines.  Open  wide  the 
volume  in  which  such  oracles  are  written,  and  display  to  every 
new-made  member  and  every  casual  guest,  that  memorial  and 
interpreter  of  transactions  which  find  no  rival  in  the  annals  of 
clerical  renown.  I  subscribe  myself 

Yours,  J.  H.  Fairchild. 

Should  any  one  of  my  readers  think  that  I  have,  in 
the  foregoing  letter,  given  utterance  to  my  indignant 
feelings  in  terms  stronger  and  more  vehement  than  the 
occasion  calls  for,  I  would  request  him  to  consider  the 
facts  and  circumstances  which  called  it  forth.  In  my 
communications  of  March  and  July,  1854,  I  had  given 
the  Association  distinctly  to  understand  that  a  suit  at 
law  might  soon  be  commenced,  unless  they  removed 
that  false  record  from  their  books.  I  also  told  them 
most  explicitly  that  if,  in  rescinding,  they  cast  any  slur 
on  me  even  by  implication,  I  should  deem  it  a  fresh 
outrage  on  my  just  rights.  And  what  have  they  done  ? 
The  preceding  letter  answers  the  question.  In  their 
first  Resolve  they  confess  their  wrong  doing ;  but  their 
second  clearly  shows  that  the  confession  was  made  by 
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constraint  and  without  sincerity.  By  the  one  they  es- 
cape the  lash  of  the  law ;  by  the  other  they  show  a 
determination  that  no  benefit  shall  accri^f  to  me  by  the 
rescission  of  their  libellous  record.  And  who  the  indi- 
viduals were  that  performed  this  deed  of  petty  malice  I 
am  not  permitted  to  know,  though  I  requested  the 
scribe  to  inform  me,  or  allow  me  to  inform  myself,  by 
examining  the  records.  It  might  have  been  done  solely 
by  the  committee,  with  Dr.  Adams  as  their  leader,  who 
went  to  Exeter,  and  labored  so  incessantly  and  so  un- 
fairly to  procure  my  deposition  from  the  ministry,  and 
who  made  their  records  falsely  assert  that  I  was  de- 
posed. Indeed,  I  have  no  knowledge  that  this  last 
outrage  was  perpetrated  by  any  specific  members  of  the 
Association,  or  that  any  of  them  except  that  unknown 
committee  of  whose  appointment  Dr.  Beecher  assured 
me  in  his  note  of  July  12, 1854,  ever  read  my  commu- 
nications addressed  to  all  the  members,  or  heard  them 
read.  And  yet  the  foregoing  Resolves  came  to  me  as 
the  official  act  of  the  Sufiblk  South  Association,  by 
which  they  completely  estop  me  from  all  legal  redress 
by  complying  with  my  request  to  rescind,  and  yet  stig- 
matize and  maltreat  me  to  the  last!  I  cannot  here 
refrain  from  exclaiming  with  the  prophet,  "  Tell  it  not 
in  Gathj  —  publish  it  not  in  the  streets  of  Askelon ! " 
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CHAPTER    XXJCII. 

In  this  chapter  I  am  going  to  address  my  ministerial 
brethren.  To  those  of  you  who  have  openly  and  fear- 
lessly stood  by  me  and  sustained  me  in  my  trials,  I  feel 
under  obligations  of  gratitude  which  I  should  in  vain 
attempt  to  express.  To  those  of  you,  especially,  who 
have  recognized  me  as  a  clergyman  and  a  pastor  in 
regular  standing  by  exchanging  pulpits  with  me,  and 
my  church  as  a  regular  church,  by  recommending  your 
members  to  us,  as  more  than  twenty  of  you  have 
done, —  and  to  those  clergymen  of  different  denomina- 
tions who  have  invited  me  into  their  pulpits,  and  have 
preached  in  mine,  and  by  this  act  have  expressed  their 
confidence  and  sympathy,  by  which  I  felt  greatly 
strengthened  and  encouraged  in  my  trying  position,  — 
to  all  such  my  warmest  thanks  are  due.  But  no  one 
of  them  has  laid  me  under  greater  obligations' of  grati- 
tude than  the  late  venerable  and  justly  venerated  Dr. 
Woods.  When  I  think  of  that  great  and  good  man, 
and  the  truly  Christian  manner  in  which  he  treated 
me, — when  I  think  how  fijuily  and  yet  mildly,  he  met 
the  opposition  of  Dr.  Adams  to  his  aiding  in  my  instal- 
lation, —  how  he  resolved  to  do  his  duty  to  an  injured 
and  persecuted  brother, — when  I  think  of  this,  I  say, 
my  bosom  swells  with  emotions  of  gratitude  too  intense 
for  human  language  to  utter.  I  am  not  ungrateful  iOj 
nor  unmindful  q/J  those  other  clergymen  who  took  part 
in  the  services  on  that  occasion ;  but  probably  none  of 
them  met  opposition  from  so  fearful  a  source  and  so 
difficult  to  withstand  as  did  Dr.  Woods.     Venerable 
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man !  His  memory  will  ever  be  most  precious  to  my 
heart  He  was  truly  a  friend  indeed,  because  he  was  a 
friend  in  need.  He  has  told  me,  in  private,  what  power- 
fiil  influences  were  used  to  prevent  him  from  preaching 
on  that  occasion.  When  he  was  visited  at  Andover 
by  Rev.  Dr.  Blagden,  who  came,  as  he  told  him,  at  the 
request  of  Dr.  Adams  and  some  of  the  other  pastors  in 
Boston,  to  dissuade  him  from  attending  my  installation, 
he  said  to  me  that  he  heard  Dr.  Blagden  urge  all  the 
objections  which  Dr.  Adams  and  others  had  made  to 
his  assisting  in  my  installation,  (though  Dr.  Woods 
made  this  remark,  —  "  Dr.  Blagden  assured  me  that  he 
had  no  unkind  feelings  towards  Mr.  Fairchild,")  —  after 
listening  to  these  objections  Dr.  Woods  said  to  Dr. 
Blagden,  that  in  consequence  of  the  opposition  which 
some  of  his  brethren  had  manifested  to  his  taking  part 
in  installing  me,  he  had  been  led  to  make  it  the  subject 
of  special  prayer,  and  that  the  more  he  prayed  the 
more  he  was  satisfied  that  it  was  his  duty  to  preach  on 
the  occasion.  Who  can  blame  me,  after  all  this,  for 
thus  expi-essing  my  feelings  of  veneration  and  attach- 
ment to  that  man  of  God  ? 

I  have  now  something  to  say  to  the  majority  of  the 
council  who  sat  on  my  case  at  Exeter.  Your  result  has 
been  before  the  world  for  nearly  eleven  years ;  and  I 
have  never  known  but  one  construction  put  upon  it  out 
of  your  own  body  and  the  Suffolk  South  Association. 
You  suspended  me  from  my  office  till  I  should  do  a  cer- 
tain act  prescribed  in  your  result, — and  till  that  act  was 
done,  you  said  you  could  not  longer  reckon  me  among 
the  ministers  of  Christ.  What  was  the  irresistible, — 
the  unavoidable  conclusion  from  these  premises?  Why, 
certainly,  that  when  that  act  was  done,  I  was  restored 
to   the  functions  of  my  office;   and  restored  without 


UFE  OF  KEY.  J.  H.  FAIRCHILD.  401 

any  further  action  on  your  part,  and  that  your  future 
treatment  of  me  should  be  in  accordance  with  it.  You 
suspended  your  final  action  on  the  verdict  of  a  jury ; 
and  this  you  did  for  the  best  of  all  reasons,  —  your  ac- 
knowledged incompetency  to  compel  the  attendance  of 
witnesses  and  the  utterance  of  all  the  truth.  .  You  then 
dissolved,  and  became  defunct.  You  did  not  adjourn 
to  meet  at  some  future  day  on  the  call  of  the  moderator 
or  scribe.  But  like  all  other  ecclesiastical  councils  of 
our  order,  "  you  died  in  giving  birth  to  a  live  result" 
And  you  must,  I  think,  clearly  see,  if  you  will  read 
what  I  have  written,  that  there  was  no  power  existing 
in  me,  or  in  the  church  at  Exeter,  or  anywhere  else,  to 
raise  you  to  life  again.  Do  you  say  that  your  result 
was  uncongregational ;  —  that  I  ought  not  to  have  been 
restored  on  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  without  further 
action  by  the  council  ?  I  will  not  stop  here  to  argue 
this  point.  Even  admitting  that  your  result  was  uncon- 
gregational, who  ought  to  suffer  therefrom,  you  or  my- 
self? I  acted  in  good  faith,  and  expected  that  you 
would  do  the  same.  Have  you  done  so  ?  In  answer 
to  this  inquiry,  I  will  here  quote  a  single  paragraph 
from  a  communication  which  appeared  in  one  of  our 
city  papers  afllkw  years  ago,  written,  as  I  was  informed 
at  the  time,  by  a  clergyman  of  another  denomination. 

Where,  we  would  inquire,  —  where  is  the  majority  of  that 
council  which  virtually  assured  him  that  if  be  would  go  to  the 
civil  court,  and  there  obtain  an  acquittal,  he  should  be  restored  to 
their  favor  and  confidence  ?  Has  any  one  of  that  majority  been 
near  him  to  offer  him  sympathy  and  an  exchange  of  pulpits  ?  It 
is  a  fact  of  common  notoriety  that  nothing  of  this  kind  lias  been 
done,  but  just  the  contrary.  Now,  there  is  only  one  principle 
on  which  we  can  explain  such  conduct :  The  priesthood  in  all 
ages,  have  offered  sacrifices ;  and,  as  they  ciinnot  now  offer 
goats  and  bullocks,  they  have  chosen  to  sacrifice  one  of  their 
own  number,  and  thus  make  a  remarkable  display  of  their  im- 
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maculate  purity  and  uncommon  pietj !     Surelj,  the  Lord  will 
remember  them  in  the  great  day  of  account 

I  do  not  folly  accord  with  the  writer  in  the  views 
here  expressed.  I  am  too  well  acquainted  with  most 
of  you  to  admit  the  correctness  of  all  these  remarks, 
without  considerable  modification.  But  the  first  half 
of  it  is  literally  true.  Not  one  of  you  has  said  or  done 
any  thing  which  even  looks  like  a  redemption  of  your 
pledge.  So  far  as  I  know,  you  have  never  uttered  a 
single  word,  or  done  a  single  act  by  which  you  meant 
to  do  what  you  said  you  would  do  in  your  result. 
I  would  inquire  particularly  of  Dr.  Dana  and  Dr.  Dim- 
mick,  the  moderator  and  scribe  of  the  council,  whether 
they  have  done  what  they  solemnly  and  publicly  pledged 
themselves  to  do  in  case  of  my  acquittal  by  the  civil 
court?  Have  they  "hasted  with  unutterable  joy  to 
reverse  their  present  decision,  and  reckon  me  again 
among  the  faithful  ministers  of  Christ  ? "  Have  they 
attempted  to  fulfil  this  pledge  ?  Or  if  they  made  it 
hastily  and  without  authority,  have  they  told  the  world 
so?  True,  Dr.  Dana  has  published  that  Dr.  Dim- 
mick  said,  in  his  name,  what  he  did  not  authorize  him 
to  say.  And  what  has  Dr.  Dimmick  done  who  put  forth 
this  charitable  assurance?  He  has  tiroted  me  ever 
since,  just  as  he  would  have  done,  if  the  jury  had 
brought  in  a  verdict  of  guilty. 

I  would  here  say  that  I  have  reason  to  believe  that 
Dr.  Dana  and  Dr.  Emerson  of  Salem,  as  they  have  no 
pastoral  charge,  would  have  preached  for  me  ere  this, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  influence  of  Dr.  Adams ;  for  I 
am  told  by  those  who  have  better  means  of  knowing 
than  I  have,  that  they  very  much  regret  that  I  should 
have  been  so  pursued  since  my  acquittal  by  the  jury, 
afid  especially  since  my  installation. 
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Dr.  Storrs  will  excuse  me  for  saying  here  that  I  did 
expect  different  treatment  from  him.  From  the  stand 
which  he  took  in  my  favor  in  the  secret  session  of  the 
council,  as  I  have  been  assured  by  those  who  heard  him, 
and  the  disappointment  of  the  minority,  that  his  vote 
was  not  with  theirs  for  acquittal,  and  from  his  kind  let- 
ter to  me  which  is  contained  in  a  preceding  chapter, 
and  especially  from  the  fact  that  he  was  a  member  of 
the  council  which  installed  me  in  this  place  in  1827, 
and  preached  the  sermon  on  that  occasion,  and  then 
virtually  pledged  himself  to  stand  by  and  defend  me 
from  all  vile  attacks  on  my  reputation,  until  I  should  be 
proved  guilty  of  some  crime  which  would  disqualify  me 
for  the  sacred  office,  and  from  the  fact  of  his  well-estab- 
lished character  as  a  firm,  ardent,  able,  and  generally 
successful  defender  of  his  brethren  when  on  trial  for 
alleged  misdemeanors,  —  for  these  reasons,  I  say,  I  did 
expect  that  Dr.  Storrs,  after  expressing  his  readiness  to 
sacrifice  the  last  cent  of  his  property  and  the  last  frag- 
ment of  his  reputation  in  defence  of  a  deserving  brother, 
such  as  he  had  always  deemed  me  to  be,  he  would  be 
among  the  first  to  take  me  by  the  hand  and  bid  me 
God-speed  in  my  future  efforts  for  Zion's  welfare.  I 
feel  grieved  at  this.  But  I  do  not  complain.  I  have 
no  wish  to  reproach  him.  All  the  above-named  gentle- 
men, —  Drs.  Dana,  Emerson,  Storrs,  and  Dimmick,  — 
are  good  men,  and  men  that  fear  Grod.  They  stand 
deservedly  high  in  the  esteem  and  confidence  of  the 
Christian  public.  But  though  honest  and  upright,  they 
are  men,  and  fallible  men.  And  I  hTtow.,  as  multitudes 
believe^  that  they  have  erred  in  this  matter.  And  if 
they  could  only  look  at  it  as  uncommitted,  disinterested 
men,  they  would  doubtless  see  their  mistake  as  clearly 
as  others  do,  and  be  ready,  at  once,  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  rectify  it. 
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I  woiild  ask  those  of  my  brethren  in  the  ministry, 
both  old  and  young,  who  have  hitherto  stood  aloof  from 
me  and  regarded  me  as  "  a  wolf  in  sheep's  clothing," 
what  have  I  done  to  deserve  such  treatment  at  your 
hands  ?  Why,  you  say  that  I  paid  hush-money.  So  I 
did;  and  I  explained  to  you  the  reason  in  my  first 
chapter.  I  paid  it  on  the  same  principle  that  the  peace- 
ful traveller  would  deliver  up  his  purse  rather  than  his 
life  to  the  highwayman.  And  who  could  have  a  heart 
to  cast  reproach  on  any  man  for  giving  up  his  money  to 
save  himself  from  the  fatal  contents  of  a  pistol  pointed 
at  his  breast  ? 

I  know  that  some  good  people  have  asked  the  ques- 
tion,  whether  it  would  not  have  been  much  better  to 
have  trusted  in  Divine  Providence  for  safety  than  in  the 
payment  of  hush-money  ?  I  know  and  confess  that  my 
faith  is  not  what  it  should  be ;  and  I  have  frequent  oc- 
casion to  lament  its  weakness.  But  did  not  Paul  have 
strong  faith  and  unwavering  confidence  in  Divine  Provi- 
dence ?  Yet,  on  one  occasion,  when  his  enemies  were 
lying  in  wait  to  kill  him,  he  consented  that  his  friends 
should  let  him  down  by  the  wall  in  a  basket,  that  he 
might  escape  the  threatened  danger. 

But  mine  is  not  the  only  instance  of  the  payment  of 
hush-money  by  a  clergyman,  when  unjustly  accused,  in 
order  to  prevent  a  threatened  scandal.  Many  of  my 
readers  doubtless  recollect,  that  some  twenty  years  ago, 
the  Rev.  Dr.  Phillips  of  New  York,  one  of  the  most 
respectable  clergymen  in  that  city,  was  accused  of  a 
similar  crime,  and  who  actually  paid  hush-money  more 
than  once,  on  the  same  principle  that  governed  me. 
But  he  afterwards  voluntarily  submitted  his  case,  as  1 
did  mine,  to  the  decision  of  a  legal  tribunal,  and  he  was 
triumphantly  acquitted  by  the  jury,  as  every  reader 
knows  was  the  case  witYi  toe.    "^ow  ^vjiy^^*^  "^Na-t  hia 
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brethren  in  New  York  had  treated  him  as  many  of  my 
brethren  in  Boston  have  treated  me.  Suppose  that  I^. 
Spring,  at  the  head  of  the  Presbytery  there,  had  taken 
the  same  stand  against  him  as  Dr.  Adams,  at  the  head 
of  the  Association,  has  taken  against  me  here,  and  con- 
tinned  it  for  ten  years;  his  fate  might  have  been  no 
better  than  my  own.  But  did  his  brethren  thus  treat 
him  ?  Did  they  thus  desert  and  denounce  him  ?  Not 
one  of  them.  They  all  congratulated  him  on  his 
acquittal,  and  gave  him  Iherii  as  they  do  nawj  their  un- 
wavering confidence.  If  they  had  any  secret  fears  that 
all  was  not  right  on  the  part  of  their  brother,  they  kept 
those  fears  to  themselves,  and  were  happy  that  the  civil 
law  had  prevented  the  reproach  and  disgrace  which 
would  otherwise  have  rested  on  their  profession.  Was 
this  owing  to  the  fact  that  he  was  then  pastor  of  a  rich 
church  in  Wall  street  ?  I  think  not.  Or  was  it  owing 
to  the  fact  that  his  brethren  there  were  naturally  more 
kind  and  charitable  than  my  brethren  here  ?  Perhaps 
not  But  this  was  it.  His  brethren  there  did  not  com- 
mit themselves  against  him  by  sending  a  committee 
from  the  Presbytery  to  consult  his  accuser,  and  listen  to 
her  statements  in  his  absence.  Dr.  Spring  did  not  say 
to  one,  before  he  saw  him,  "  There  is  not  one  chance  in 
a  hundred  for  his  escape."  Neither  did  he  say  to  another, 
soon  after  he  did  see  him,  "  I  saw  the  picture  of  hell  in 
his  countenance."  Neither  did  one  of  the  committee 
bring  her  into  court  leaning  on  his  arm.  They,  there- 
fore, had  no  preconceived  and  preexpressed  opinions  to 
forego.  They  were  not  called  on  to  utter  the  three  hard- 
est words  in  our  language  to  pronounce,  —  "I  was 
mistaken."  Neither  had  they  committed  themselves 
to  sustain  any  deacons,  who  had  promised  to  pay  fifty 
dollars  a  year  for  ten  years,  in  case  of  his  conviction* 
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The  father  and  the  daughter,  if  I  have  been  correctly 
informed,  were  the  only  conspirators  in  that  affair.  If 
my  brethren  had  acted  as  wisely,  and  judiciously,  and 
christianly,  as  did  his,  all  would  have  been  well,  and 
Christ  would  not  have  been  thus  wounded  in  the  house 
of  his  Mends. 

What  else  have  1  done  ?  Why,  it  is  said  that  I  acted 
very  imwisely,  if  not  criminally,  in  returning  to  South 
Boston,  or,  as  Dr.  Adams  intimates,  in  his  remonstrance 
against  my  installation,  that  it  was  inexpedient  for  me 
to  preach  in  Boston  and  vicinity,  however  it  might  be 
in  places  more  remote.    And  he  says  expressly,  that  my 
"settlement  here  would  probably  sever  some  of  the 
cherished  friendships  and  intimacies  in  which  the  pas- 
tors are  all  now  so   happy."     But  if  such  disastrous 
effects  have  followed,  or  shaU  follow  my  installation  over 
my  present  church,  whose  fault  is  it  ?     I  came  not  here 
to  sever  cherished  friendships  between   pastors,  or  to 
cause  divisions  and  heart-burnings  in  the  churches;  but 
I  came  because  I  judged  it  my  duty  to  come, — because 
I  had  a  right  to  come,  and  because  wise  counsellors  ad- 
vised me  to  come.     And  if  Dr.  Adams  and  his  friends 
had  been  willing  to  submit  to  the  verdict  of  an  impartial 
jury,  and  the  consequent  acquittal  by  the  Exeter  Coun- 
cil, no  clerical  or  pastoral  friendships  would  have  been 
severed,  and  no  divisions  and  alienations  caused  in  the 
churches.     Besides ;  where  else  could  I  have  gone  with 
any  hope  of  usefulness  or  safety  ?     Let  me  have  retired 
to  ever  so  great  a  distance,  how  long  should  I  have  been 
there  before  another  "  Epaphroditus  "  would  have  been 
sent  after  me,  as  was  the  case  at  Exeter?    My  enemies, 
by  their  anonymous  communications,  drove  me  from 
that  delightful  residence,  where  I  was  happily  and  use- 
fully settled  over  a  large  and  intelligent  parish.     And  so 
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they  would  have  done,  I  feared,  let  me  have  gone  even 
to  Canada  for  a  honib.  I  came  here  because  here  I  had 
friends  who  knew  me  and  my  enemies^  and  could  judge 
between  us,  —  Mends  who  were  familiar  with  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  on  whose  minds  scur- 
rilous circulars  and  letters  could  have  no  effect.  Where 
shoidd  an  innocent  man  go  to  defend  his  reputation 
when -wickedly  assailed,  but  to  the  very  place  where 
the  assault  was  made,  —  among  his  neighbors  and 
friends,  who  liad  long  known  and  confided  in  him? 
Surely,  if  he  cannot  regain  his  reputation  where  he  and 
his  assailants  are  best  known,  it  would  be  in  vain  to 
make  the  attempt  among  strangers. 

Another  wicked  thing  that  I  am  accused  of  is,  com- 
mencing a  suit  at  law  against  Dr.  Adams.  But  what 
fair-minded  man  can  say  so  or  think  so,  after  having 
read  this  book,  and  especially  after  reading  what  Mr. 
Clifford  says  in  his  argument  touching  this  point? 
Every  candid  reader  must  see  that  I  took  all  possible 
pains  to  have  a  simple  act  of  justice  done  me  without  a 
resort  to  civil  law,  —  that  I  strove  to  avoid  its  com- 
mencement, and  sought  through  his  counsel  and  others, 
to  prevent  its  prosecution  after  it  was  commenced.  No 
one  can  doubt  the  truth  of  this  statement  who  has  read 
my  communications  to  the  Association,  or  my  letter  to 
Wt.  Sumner,  or  my  correspondence  with  Mr.  Choate. 
But  Dr.  Adams  forced  me  to  take  this  step.  Let  me 
refer  the  reader  back  to  Mr.  McClure's  testimony  before 
the  referees.  He  there  stated  that  the  getting  up  of  the 
medical  fact  was  a  distinct  challenge  to  me  by  Dr. 
'  Adams,  to  prosecute,  —  not  himself,  indeed,  but  the  pub- 
lisher, or  Deacon  Drake,  the  signer,  and  that  he  was 
astonished  it  did  not  have  that  effect.  But  so  reluctant 
was  I  to  go  to  law  that  fifty-six  of  my   parishioners 
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signed  the  reply  to  that  pamphlet,  spoken  of  in  another 
chapter,  which  we  supposed  wouUsatisfy  everybody  that 
the  statements  there  made  were  fcUse  as  well  as  filthy. 
And  then,  because  I  did  not  prosecute,  Dr.  Adams 
taunted  and  reproached  me  for  want  of  courage !  I  will 
here  quote  the  testimony  of  Rev.  Louis  Dwight.  Mr. 
Dwight  says,  "  I  was  walking  in  Tremont  street,  and 
Dr.  Adams  crossed  the  street  to  me ;  and  in  a  conversa- 
tion about  this  matter,  he  said  that  Mr.  Fairchild 
wanted  courage  to  prosecute.  I  told  him,  (having  in  my 
mind  what  Mr.  Fairchild  had  gone  through  with,)  that 
I  thought  he  had  courage,  and  enough  of  it  too."  Not 
to  have  prosecuted  under  such  circumstances  would 
have  been  a  forfeiture  of  all  self-respect,  as  well  as  the 
respect  of  every  virtuous  and  high-minded  man  in  the 
community. 

But  there  is  one  thing  more  which  Dr.  Adams  thinks 
disqualifies  me  entirely  fi-om  appearing  in  any  pulpit, 
especially  any  pulpit  in  Boston;  and  that  is,  the  charac- 
ter and  tone  of  my  writings.  That  I  may  not  misrepre- 
sent him,  I  will  quote  a  single  paragraph  firom  his 
remonstrance  to  the  council  that  installed  me. 

If  a  candidate  for  licensure  who  had  done  and  written  such 
things  as  Mr.  Fairchild  has  avowed  and  published,  should  ap- 
pear before  any  of  our  ministerial  associations,  we  would  ask 
whether  it  is  probable  that  they  would  consider  him  a  fit  person 
to  be  invested  with  the  sacred  office?  We  shall  rejoice  if  Mr. 
Fairchild  can  make  himself  useful  in  any  suitable  employment, 
but  having  in  mind  the  associations  which  will  naturally  be 
awakened  in  the  minds  of  the  people  by  his  appearance  in  the 
pulpits  at  least  of  this  city  and  vicinity,  we  feel  constrained  to 
remonstrate,  as  we  now  do,  against  his  installation  here. 

Perhaps  it  would  be  deemed  unbecoming  in  me  to 
speak  of  the  moral  tone  of  my  writings,  or  to  utter  one 
word  in  their  defence.     The  public  are  the  best  judges 
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as  to  that  matter ;  and  to  their  judgment  I  cheerfully 
submit  I  must  however  be  permitted  to  say  one  thing: 
If  Dr.  Adams  will  convict  me  of  writing  to  him  or  to 
any  human  being  such  a  letter  as  that  which  he  wrote 
to  me  from  Marblehead,  or  such  letters  as  he  wrote  to 
Mrs.  Jewett,  of  Pittston ;  and  above  all,  of  furnishing 
the  materials,  and  eliminating  passages,  and  criticizing 
sentences,  and  preparing  for  the  press  such  an  infamous 
pamphlet,  so  foul  and  false  as  the  Medical  Fact,  I  will 
promise  forthwith  to  quit  not  only  Boston  pulpits,  but 
all  pulpits,  and  quit  them  forever.  And  I  should  deem 
it  a  Christian  duty  to  clothe  myself  with  sackcloth,  and 
walk  softly,  and  humbly,  and  penitently  before  God  all 
the  rest  of  my  days.  Does  Dr.  Adams  think  that  his 
appearance  in  the  pulpits  of  this  city  and  vicinity, 
awakens  in  the  minds  of  the  people  no  unpleasant  asso- 
ciations in  connection  with  the  strange  letters  above 
named,  and  that  vile  pamphlet,  and  that  unchristian 
spirit  which  he  has  indulged  towards  me  for  years ;  to 
say  nothing  of  his  recent  book  on  slavery  ? 

As  Dr.  Adams  has  set  the  example  of  supposing 
cases,  I  will  suppose  one.  Suppose  that  he  himself 
were  now  without  a  pastoral  charge,  and  that  some 
church  had  extended  to  him  a  call ;  and  on  his  accept- 
ance thereof,  an  ecclesiastical  council  had  convened 
to  examine  and  install  him,  if  they  found  no  valid  ob- 
jections. Now  suppose  that  in  the  course  of  this  exam- 
ination, evidence  came  before  them  not  to  be  called  in 
question,  that  he  had  openly  said  of  a  minister  of  the 
gospel  in  good  standing  ecclesiastically  and  civilly,  that 
he  had  ceased  to  discriminate  between  truth  and  false- 
hood,—  that  he  was  the  wickedest  man  that  walks  the 
earth,  —  and  had  contracted,  by  his  vices,  a  loathsome 
disease,  —  and  was,  in  a  word,  the  very  personification 

35 
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of  hell  itself!  And  suppose  further  that  it  should  ap- 
pear before  the  council  that  he  had  been  publicly  ac- 
cused of  saying  these  things  and  actually  brought  be- 
fore a  civil  tribunal  to  respond  to  them,  and  that  instead 
of  attempting  to  prove  that  they  were  true,  he  set  up, 
in  his  defence,  the  plea  of  privilege  and  the  statute  of 
limitatiom^  and  on  that  ground  alone  and  behind  thai 
shield  he  had  been  protected  from  the  punishment  justly 
due  to  so  grave  an  offence ;  how  pertinently  might  his 
own  question  be  asked  here,  "whether  it  is  probable 
that  they  would  consider  him  a  fit  person  to  be  invested 
with  the  pastoral  office  ?  " 


CHAPTER  XXXIII. 

Whether  the  following  inferences  are  legitimately 
drawn  from  the  preceding  "remarkable  incidents,"  must 
be  left  to  the  judgment  of  my  readers.  To  my  own 
mind  they  follow  naturally  and  irresistibly. 

1.  Dr.  Adams  has  been  the  principal  cause  of  all  my 
trials  and  difficulties  as  I  have  been  narrating  them, 
from  the  18th  of  June,  1844,  down  to  the  7th  of  March, 
1855.  As  I  did  not  answer  the  question  which  he  says 
ht;  put  to  me  on  the  morning  of  that  18th  day,  he  made 
up  his  mind  at  once  that  I  was  guilty,  and  saw,  as  he 
said,  "the  picture* of  hell  in  my  countenance."  And 
the  "  impressions  "  which  he  then  received,  nothing  has 
been  able  to  remove.  Since  that  period  he  seems  to 
have  been  unwearied  in  his  cfibrts  to  fasten  the  same 
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impressions  on  the  minds  of  all  whom  he  could  influ- 
ence ;  and  his  influence  over  his  brethren,  till  recently, 
has  been  almost  unbounded.  To  carry  his  point  he  has 
even  gone  out  of  his  own  denomination.  A  very  re- 
spectable clergyman  of  the  Unitarian  faith,  who  was 
settled  at  the  time  of  my  trial  in  court,  near  Boston, 
said  to  me  since  my  installation  over  my  present  church, 
that  after  my  triumphant  acquittal  by  the  jury,  he  wrote 
me  a  letter  expressive  of  his  sympathy  and  kind  feel- 
ings, and  was  about  mailing  it,  when  he  had  an  interview 
with  Mr.  Adams,  who  gave  him  distinctly  to  understand 
that  he  believed  me  a  guilty  man,  and  that  he  had  bet- 
ter bestow  his  sympathy  on  some  more  worthy  object. 
That  clergyman  has  since  sent  me  the  letter ;  and  on 
reading  it,  I  felt  truly  grateful  to  him  for  the  deep  inter- 
est which  he  took  in  my  case,  and  his  kind  endeavor  to 
say  something  to  comfort  and  encourage  me.  He  per- 
formed this  brotherly  act  as  readily  and  with  as  good  a 
grace  as  though  I  had  belonged  to  his  own  denomina- 
tion. And  I  never  see  him  or  think  of  him  without 
emotions  widely  different  from  those  excited  by  the 
sight  or  thought  of  Dr.  Adams.  Had  it  not  been  for 
Dr.  Adams,  I  do  not  believe  that  Messrs.  Riddel  and 
Beecher  would  have  pursued  me  beyond  my  acquittal, 
—  no,  nor  even  Deacon  Drake.  But  having  such  a 
leader  and  adviser,  they  have  done  that  which  is  a  dis- 
grace to  humanity,  not  to  say  Christianity. 

2.  Had  it  not  been  for  Dr.  Adams,  if  I  have  been  cor- 
rectly informed,  I  should  never  have  been  indicted  by 
the  grand-jury. 

3.  Nor  should  I  have  been  suspended  by  the  council 
at  Exeter  in  consequence  of  his  testifying  on  oath,  to 
impressions  which  he  knew  must  injure  me,  and  sup- 
pressing facts  in  his  possession  which  would  have  been 
a  defence  to  me. 
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4.  Nor  been  obliged  tp  sell  my  house  and  expend  the 
avails  of  it  in  self-defence. 

5.  That  the  whole  difficulty  would  have  been  settled 
by  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  and  passed  into  oblivion 
years  ago. 

6.  That  the  alienations  and  heart-burnings  between 
pastors  and  members  of  churches  on  my  account  would 
never  have  been  known. 

7.  That  the  enemies  of  the  ministry  and  Christianity 
would  not  have  been  furnished  with  so  firuitful  and  ap- 
parently so  truthful  a  source  of  argument  against  relig- 
ion in  all  its  forms. 

8.  That  the  Orthodox  denomination  has  suffered  griev- 
ously in  public  opinion  by  the  singular  course  which 
certain  influential  pastors  have  taken  in  this  affair. 

9.  That  the  plea  of  privilege  to  slander  me,  behind 
which  Dr.  Adams  sought  protection,  was  unmanly  and 
degrading  to  a  Christian  minister. 

10.  That  I  have  been  required  to  do  what  is  not  de- 
manded either  by  law  or  gospel,  namely,  —  to  prove  my- 
self innocent.  Dr.  Adams  has  acted  towards  me  as 
though  he  had  a  right  to  treat  me  as  a  knave,  not  only 
until  I  had  proved  my  honesty,  but  even  after  it  had  been 
proved. 

11.  That  Dr.  Adams  cannot  plead  in  justification  of 
his  treatment  of  me,  that  he  was  acting  in  self-defence, 
since  I  never  made  any  attack  on  his  character  or  repu- 
tation, nor  have  I,  notwithstanding  all  his  ill  treatment, 
ever  taken  any  special  pains  to  ascertain  the  truth  of 
any  stories  which  may  have  come  to  my  ears,  implicat- 
ing him  in  any  delinquency,  whether  in  his  father's 
house,  or  in  the  school-room,  or  in  college,  or  in  his  col- 
league pastorship  with  Dr.  Holmes,  or  in  his  present 
position  as  pastor  of  Essex  Street  Church.  I  trust  that 
I  shall  never  be  left  to  dcacfeivd  \,o  ^\5lOcv  xw^-aAwaeas*    I 
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have  done  nothing  but  repel  the  attacks  which  he  has 
made  npon^e. 

12-  That  nad  not  Dr.  Adams  been  the  spiritual  adviser 
of  a  scandal-woman,  he  would  never  have  had  occasion 
to  call  an  ez  parte  council  to  sustain  him  in  his  inglori- 
ous work. 

13.  That  there  is  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  the  old 
adage,  '*  clerical  hate  is  the  worst  of  all  hate."  And 
every  one  knows  that  the  more  injuries  a  person  tries  to 
inflict  on  another,  if  unsuccessful,  the  more  inveterate 
becomes  his  hatred. 

14.  That  the  doctrine  of  a  particular  providence  is 
true.  On  this  inference  I  must  be  permitted  to  enlarge. 
My  history,  as  I  have  been  relating  it,  is  full  of  provi- 
dential interpositions.  Whoever  may  doubt  the  doc- 
trine of  a  particular  providence,  surely  it  does  not  be- 
come me  thus  to  doubt  I  think  I  may  say  with  David, 
"  If  it  had  not  been  the  Lord  who  was  on  my  side,  when 
men  rose  up  against  me,  then  had  they  swallowed  me 
up  quick."  With  such  a  combination  against  me,  so 
powerful  and  so  long  continued,  it  is  a  wonder  to  my- 
self, as  well  as  to  others,  how  I  have  been  sustained ; 
and  the  question  has  been  often  asked  me,  "  How  have 
you  lived  through  such  a  scene  of  troubles?"  My  uni- 
form reply  has  been :  "  A  man,  with  a  good  conscience 
and  a  good  wife,  can  stand  any  thing ;  and  I  can  truly 
say  that  I  have  felt  their  sustaining  power."  And  does 
it  not  seem  a  wonder'  to  my  readers,  (it  certainly  does 
to  me,)  that  I  still  stand  up  in  the  pulpit,  and  still  have 
a  church  and  congregation  to  attend  on  my  ministry, 
after  so  many  and  such  unscrupulous  efforts  have  been 
made  to  silence  me  and  scatter  my  flock  ?  Suppose 
that  certain  influential  clergymen  of  any  of  the  denom- 
inations in  this  city,  should  deem  it  expedient,  for  rea^ 

35* 
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sons  perfectly  satisfactory  to  themselves,  to  prevent  one 
of  their  brethren  from  further  performing  ^e  duties  of 
his  office.  Let  that  brother  be  one  of  the  most  gifted 
and  popular  of  them  all,  —  one  now  standing  on  the 
very  pinnacle  of  fame.  To  accomplish  their  object,  they 
need  not  accuse  him  of  any  crime.  But  let  them  with- 
hold fellowship  from  him.  Let  them  exclude  him  from 
their  pulpits.  Let  them  refuse  to  recommend  their 
members  to  his  church.  Let  them  expel  him  from  their 
association,  and  carefully  abstain  from  any  and  every 
act  whereby  they  might  recognize  him  as  a  minister  of 
Christ;  and  let  them  do  all  this  without  publicly  assign- 
ing any  other  reason  whatever  than  this,  "  We  claim 
it  as  a  matter  of  priviUge,  because  we  are  clergymen." 
Does  not  every  reader  believe  that  such  a  pastor,  how- 
ever high  and  enviable  his  standing  may  have  been, 
would  feel  as  uncomfortable  and  as  much  embarrassed 
in  his  position,  as  I  have  felt  in  mine  ? 

But  in  addition  to  all  this,  let  them  call  him  by  all 
the  most  infamous  names,  and  accuse  him  of  all  the 
most  infamous  crimes  which  the  tongue  or  the  pen  of 
man  could  utter,  as  I  have  been  called  and  accused  by 
one,  at  least,  of  the  Orthodox  clergy  —  I  mean  Dr. 
Adams  —  and  whom  they  still  regard  as  in  good  fel- 
lowship, without  a  single  note  of  remonstrance  or  cen- 
sure, and  thus  by  their  silence,  giving  their  assent  to 
the  whole.  Let  them  or  their  coadjutors  go  round 
among  the  members  of  his  church  and  parish,  and  rep- 
resent to  them  that  their  interest  and  reputation  will  be 
benefited  by  withdrawing  from  his  ministry.  Let  them 
use  their  influence  with  pastors  in  the  country,  and  with 
one  or  more  of  the  leading  members  of  their  churches 
to  prevent  an  exchange  of  pulpits  with  him,  as  has  been 
done,  in  more  instances  than  one,  in  my  case.     Let  the 
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agents  of  the  various  charitable  institutions  whose  head- 
quarters are  in  Boston,  and  who  go  out  among  the 
churches  to  solicit  their  contributions,  and  whose  offi- 
ces and  salaries  are,  in  a  great  measure,  dependent  on 
the  favor  and  recommendation  of  the  clergy  in  the  city, 
—  let  these  agents,  I  say,  help  on  the  work  of  ruin 
wherever  they  go,  by  dark  hints  and  significant  inuen- 
does, — let  them  thus  hold  him  up  as  a  target  to  be  shot 
at  from  all  quarters ;  and  should  any  clergyman  express 
sympathy  for  him,  or  any  layman  propose  to  attend  on 
his  ministry,  then  let  their  battery  be  opened  on  them 
also ;  and  let  them  pursue  this  course  towards  him  for 
ten  long  years,  as  in  my  case,  even  after  the  most  thor- 
ough and  impartial  trial,  and  the  fullest  and  completest 
vindication  of  himself  from  every  charge  brought  against 
him,  —  and  where,  —  where  would  he  be  at  the  end  of 
those  years,  though  he  were  as  pure  and  innocent  as  an 
angel  of  light?  I  pray  God  that  he  may  never  have 
occasion  to  answer  this  question  by  experience !  And 
if  he  and  his  church  should  live  through  all  this,  would 
he  not  be  justified  in  attributing  their  preservation  to 
the  special  interposition  of  Divine  Providence  ? 

I  have  spoken  of  the  agents  of  our  religious  and  char- 
itable societies,  as  seconding  the  efforts  of  Dr.  Adams 
to  injure  me  as  a  clergyman.  This  remark  is  not  appli- 
cable to  them  all.  There  are  some  honorable  excep- 
tions. Three  of  these  agents  are  members  of  the  Suf- 
folk South  Association,  and  two  of  them,  as  I  have  been 
credibly  informed,  have  spoken  and  acted  in  favor  of 
retaining  that  false  and  libellous  vote  upon  their  records. 
One  of  those  gentlemen  has  the  whole  commonwealth 
as  his  field  of  labor,  and  the  other,  I  am  told,  is  now 
visiting  the  churches  in  two  of  the  adjoining  States. 
And  does  it  seem  incredible  that  these  agents,  in  their 
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intercourse  with  pastors,  should  be  forward  to  justify 
themselves  and  the  Association  in  their  treatment  of 
me  ?  Is  it  not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  they  would 
defend  Dr.  Adams  with  earnestness  and  zeal  ?  And  if 
they  have  not  done  this,  then  my  information  has  not 
been  correct- 
But  this  is  a  digression.  I  was  speaking  of  the  inter- 
positions of  Providence.  These  have  been  somewhat 
numerous  in  my  history,  as  the  reader  has  doubtless 
observed.  I  will  just  allude  to  some  of  them:  The 
preservation  of  my  life  when  in  imminent  peril,  —  my 
release  from  the  further  payment  of  hush-money  by  the 
deacons  assuming  the  responsibility,  —  my  knowledge 
of  Dr.  Adams's  letters  to  Mrs.  Jewett,  —  the  manner  in 
which  a  copy  of  Mr.  Patton's  letter  came  to  me,  and 
the  letter  of  Deacon  Drake  to  Dr.  Sheldon,  —  also  the 
placing  in  my  hands,  through  the  agency  of  Deacon 
Drake,  and  without  any  expense  to  me,  so  valuable  a 
document  in  my  defence  as  Dr.  Hay  ward's  deposition, 

—  the  discovery  of  Dr.  Adams's  agency  in  The  Medical 
Fact,  and  also  of  the  writer  of  the  anonymous  letters 
which  two  experts  swore  upon  me,  —  the  exposure  of 
that  infamous  plot  to  ruin  me  by  means  of  Hunting's 
false  certificate,  and  my  ability  to  meet  and  thwart  my 
enemies  whenever  they  have  made  a  new  attack  upon 
me. 

15.  That  it  is  unwise  and  unsafe  to  commit  one's 
self  on  ez  parte  testimony.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
of  those  clergymen  who  have  taken  part  against  me, 

—  no,  not  even  Dr.  Adams  himself,  were  actuated  at 
first,  by  any  feelings  of  enmity  or  unkindness.  I  am 
not  aware  that  one  of  them  even  suspected  me  of  any 
moral  delinquency  till  June,  1844,  though  I  had  then 
been  living  among  them,  on  terms  more  or  less  intimate, 
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for  nearly  fifteen  years.  But  they  hastily,  and  on  par- 
tial and  defective  testimony,  committed  themselves. 
And,  considering  what  poor  hmnan  nature  is,  every- 
body knows  that  n^ost  men  are  quite  unwilling  to  ac- 
knowledge an  error,  or  confess  a  fault  With  regard  to 
Dr.  Adams,  it  is  well  known  that  he  is  remarkably  set 
and  unyielding,  and  seldom  or  never  retracts.  K  any 
one  ever  before  doubted  that  this  is  a  prominent  trait 
in  his  character,  he  must  surely  have  been  convinced  by 
the  publication  of  his  "  South  Side  View  of  Slavery." 
He  was  entreated  not  to  publish  by  clergymen  and  lay- 
men, by  friends  in  his  own  church  and  out  of  it.  Even 
Dr.  Lowell,  that  venerable  and  highly  respected  clergy- 
man, wrote  him  a  letter,  beseeching  him  not  to  pubUsh. 
And  it  would  seem  that  his  letter  made  such  an  impres- 
sion on  the  mind  of  Dr.  Adams,  that  he  sent  a  note  to 
Dr.  Lowell,  giving  him  the  consoling  assurance  that  he 
would  not  publish.  But  it  is  evident  that  both  the  im- 
pression and  the  assurance  quickly  passed  away  and  were 
forgotten.  For  the  publication  of  his  book  was  soon 
announced.  And  having  formed  his  opinion  in  my  case 
so  suddenly  and  expressed  it  so  confidently,  and  been 
so  determined  not  to  take  back  any  thing,  that  he  has, 
for  years,  been  committing  himself  over  and  over  and 
over  again,  and  has  had  sufficient  influence  with  other 
clergymen  to  induce  them  to  do  the  same.  And  he  has 
doubtless  felt  himself  strengthened  and  sustained  by 
every  new  accession  to  the  number  of  his  sympathizing 
friends.  And  he  seems  to  have  been  fully  aware  that 
he  had  gained  an  important  point  by  influencing  any 
member  of  the  Exeter  Council,  or  any  pastor  in  Boston 
or  vicinity  to  commit  himself  against  me  in  the  slightest 
degree.  Hence  his  successful  effort  in  preventing  the 
moderator  and  scribe  from  reassembling  the  Exeter  Coun- 
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cil  after  my  acquittal  in  court,  agreeably  to  their  pledge 
publicly  given.  And  though  he  could  not  prevail  on  them 
either  to  sign  his  remonstrance  or  to  send  one  in  their 
own  name  to  the  coimcil  that  installed  me  in  November, 
1845,  protesting  against  their  performing  that  service, 
yet  he  did  succeed  in  obtaining  from  them  a  letter,  in 
which  they  recommitted  themselves  against  me.  Dr. 
Adams  was  also  successful  in  procuring  the  names  of  thir- 
teen pastors  in  Boston  and  vicinity  to  his  remonstrance 
against  my  installation,  though  Drs.  Codman,  Albro, 
Stearns,  and  some  others,  refused  their  signatures.  Those 
who  signed  it  were  made  to  say,  by  Dr.  Adams's  "  finesse,'* 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  them  ever  to  acknowl- 
edge me  as  a  pastor,  or  have  fellowship  with  any  church 
that  might  employ  me,  thus  committing  themselves  in 
the  strongest  possible  terms  against  me,  though  some  of 
them  were  so  strangely  inconsistent,  that  in  September, 
1852,  they  could  read  to  their  churches  a  letter  missive, 
and  take  action  thereon,  consenting  to  become  members 
of  an  ex  parte  council  to  sit  in  judgment  on  our  doings, 
and  thus  acknowledge  fellowship  with  my  church,  and 
myself  as  its  pastor !  This  acknowledgment  they  were 
led  to  make  at  the  instance  of  Dr.  Adams,  who  doubtless 
expected  thereby  to  banish  me  for  ever  from  the  pulpit. 
Indeed,  the  main  argument  of  the  Huntings,  in  justifica- 
tion of  their  conduct  was,  that,  if  my  church  would  get 
rid  of  me,  then  the  other  churches  in  the  city  would  re- 
ceive them  into  fellowship,  and  erect  for  them  a  church 
edifice,  which  they  said  was  a  praiseworthy  object,  aa  it 
would  reconcile  the  pastors  now  at  variance  on  my  ac- 
count, and  restore  harmony  of  feeling  to  the  churches. 
This  argument  has  the  appearance,  at  least,  of  having 
been  suggested  by  "  their  spiritual  adviser." 

What  was  the  object  of  Dr.  Adams  in  his  advice  to 
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the  Huntings  to  call  an  ex  parte  council  ?  He  knew  as 
well  as  he  knew  his  alphabet,  that  in  disciplining  those 
persons,  my  church  had  taken  the  precise  steps  pointed 
out  in  the  gospel,  and  in  the  platform  of  our  churches, 
and  was  not  amenable  to  any  council  whatever.  He 
probably  knew,  too,  the  character  of  the  woman  he  ad- 
vised to  testify  against  me,  for  she  had  formerly  been 
a  member  of  his  church ;  and  had  he  not  known  her, 
I  think  he  would  never  have  presumed  to  make  a  tool 
of  her  to  accomplish  his  unworthy  purpose.  Neither 
was  he  ignorant  of  the  fact,  that  had  her  character  as  a 
truthful  witness  been  unsuspected,  both  law  and  gospel 
forbid  the  trying  of  a  man  on  such  a  charge,  where  it 
was  not  even  pretended  that  there  was  more  than  one 
witness.  The  unavoidable  inference,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
is  this,  —  Dr.  Adams  was  well  aware  that  those  pastors 
whom  he  could  induce  to  become  members  of  that  coun- 
cU,  would,  by  so  doing,  commit  themselves  against  me 
once  more.  He  was  aware,  too,  that  all  the  delegates 
of  the  churches  would  thus  commit  themselves.  The 
bare  fact  of  accepting  the  appointment  as  delegates 
would  commit  them.  Neither  pastors  nor  delegates 
would  wish  to  confess  that  they  were  duped  by  Dr. 
Adams,  in  causing  them  to  be  assembled  in  coimcil, 
when  there  was  nothing  for  them  to  do.  Of  course 
they  must  render  some  plausible  excuse  for  assembling 
and  not  acting.  And  I  am  told  that  their  excuse,  —  I 
ought  rather  to  say,  the  excuse  which  Dr.  Adams  gives 
for  them,  is  this :  "  Mr.  Fairchild  is  undoubtedly  guilty ; 
but  as  there  was  only  one  witness,  it  could  not  be  legally 
or  ecclesiastically  proved."  This  statement  was  made 
to  me  as  coming  from  Dr.  Adams,  by  a  clergyman  re- 
siding many  miles  from  Boston.  I  wish  that  the  coun- 
cil, for  my  sake,  could  have  listened  to  her  story,  if 
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she  had  only  told  it  as  she  did  in  the  presence  of 
my  church.  To  let  the  reader  see  how  completely 
worthless  her  testimony  was,  independent  of  her  in- 
consistencies and  contradictions,  I  will  state  two  facts : 
1.  The  alleged  impropriety  took  place,  according  to  her 
written  statement,  (which  was  destroyed  by  the  advice 
of  Dr.  Adams,)  in  August,  1849,  and  afterwards  changed 
as  to  time  till  the  latter  part  of  August,  1850,  or  early  in 
September,  at  which  time  I  can  prove  that  we  were  fifty 
miles  apart.  2.  I  have  the  testimony  of  three  credible 
witnesses  that,  since  the  twelfth  of  September,  1850, 
she  has  spoken  to  them  of  me  in  terms  of  high  com- 
miendation.  I  will  here  give  the  testimony  of  one  of 
them,  as  it  now  lies  before  me,  in  his  own  handwriting, 
and  with  his  name  appended. 

"  I  hereby  certify  that,  since  the  trial  before  the  referees  in 
the  summer  of  1851,  Mrs.  Hunting  said  to  me  that  she  believed 
Mr.  Fairchild  had  been  a  greatly  injured  man,  —  that  having 
been  acquainted  with  him  for  several  years,  she  never  had  seen 
any  thing  in  his  conduct  unbecoming  a  gentleman.  She  said 
she  thought  Mr.  Adams  had  pursued  him  with  the  most  unre- 
lenting persecution.  She  expressed  her  unbounded  confidence 
in  Mr.  Fairchild's  honesty  and  integrity.  Late  in  the  spring,  or 
early  in  the  summer  of  1852, 1  had  another  interview  with  Mrs. 
Hunting.  She  then  remarked,  '  I  have  altered  my  opinion  of 
Mr.  Fairchild,  which  I  suppose  you  will  be  surprised  to  hear, 
considering  what  I  said  to  you  about  him  in  our  last  conversa- 
tion ;  for  I  then  thought  that  all  creation  could  not  have  caused 
me  to  change  my  opinion ;  but  I  have  since  conversed  with  Dr. 
Adams,  and  am  now  convinced  that  Dr.  Adams  has  been 
greatly  injured,  and  that  Mr.  Fairchild  is  a  bad  man,  and  that 
all  which  has  been  said  against  him  is  true,  and  that  he  is  now 
completely  down.' " 

This  is  but  a  small  portion  of  the  evidence  in  my 
possession  of  the  little  credit  due  to  the  story  of  Mrs. 
Hunting,  by  whom  Dr.  Adams  sought  to  influence  cler- 
gymen and  laymen  to  commit  themselves  against  me. 
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ajid  cooperate  with  him  in  endeavors  to  accomplish  my 
ruin. 

16.  Divine  Providence  has  made  it  appear  plain  to  aU 
that  what  I  have  done  was  to  prevent  a  threatened 
scandal,  while  Dr.  Adams  and  his  coadjutors  bav« 
labored  incessantly  to  bring'  to  light  a  threatened  scan- 
dal. I  have  endeavored  to  save  the  church  and  the  min- 
istry from  reproach,  even  in  that  for  which  I  have  been 
the  most  censured,  while  they  have  pursued  a  course 
calculated  to  produce  a  directly  contrary  effect. 

As  my  last  inference,  I  was  going  to  speak  of  the 
duty  of  those  of  my  ministerial  brethren  who  have  not 
committed  themselves  irrevocably  against  me.  But  I 
forbear.  To  address  them  on  such  a  topic,  after  all  that 
I  have  said  in  the  preceding  pages,  would  be  a  reflec- 
tion both  on  their  understanding  and  their  piety.  To 
such  I  need  say  nothing,  but  simply  refer  them  to  the 
seventh  chapter  of  Matthew  and  twelfth  verse. 

As  for  those  members  of  the  Association  who  have 
hitherto  justified  and  sustained  Dr.  Adams,  I  have  no 
hope  of  any  favorable  change  in  them.  I  expect  that 
they  will  sustain  him  still.  Hence  their  exclusion  in  my 
dedication.  I  will,  however,  venture  to  remind  those 
gentlemen  of  a  sentiment  which  one  of  ttie  Association, 
—  or  at  least  one  who  signed  the  remonstrance  against 
my  installation,  —  advanced  in  a  sermon  a  few  years 
ago,  as  reported  to  me  by  a  person  who  heard  it.  He 
says  that  the  preacher  took  occasion  in  the  course  of  his 
sermon  to  speak  of  the  duty  which  Christians  owed  to  a 
man  who  had  been  accused  of  crime,  and  honorably 
acquitted  by  an  upright  jury.  He  said  that  they  ought 
to  treat  him  not  only  as  well  as  they  did  before,  but 
even  better j — that  they  ought,  not  only  to  restore  him 
to  their  confidence,  but  sympathize  with  him  on  account 
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of  his  sufferings ;  for  having  been  fonnd  innocent  of  any 
crime,  a  grievous  calamity  had  befallen  him  which  ho 
did  not  deserve.  And  even  when  a  man  has  been  proved 
guilty,  and  is  afterwards  pardoned  by  the  governor, 
tiiough  they  are  not  bound  at  once  to  restore  him  to 
their  confidence,  yet  they  must  be  careful  to  treat  him 
kindly,  and  encourage  him  to  regain  his  former  stand- 
ing. While  the  gentleman  was  listening  to  these  just 
statements,  he  said  to  himself,  '^  I  wonder  if  the  preacher 
ever  thinks  of  the  case  of  Mr.  Fairchild ! "  But  alas ! 
how  many  professing  Christians  feel  and  act  in  such 
cases  as  did  a  certain  Dutch  judge  when  a  man  was 
brought  before  him,  accused  of  crime,  but  who  reso- 
lutely asserted  his  innocence,  —  "  Why,  if  you  are  not 
guilty,"  says  the  judge,  "  how  came  you  here  ?  " 

I  will  close  this  chapter  by  referring  the  reader  to  a 
single  sentence  in  Dr.  Adams's  letter  to  me,  dated  April 
10,  1846,  which  he  will  find  in  the  twelfth  chapter.  It 
is  this, — "  No  man  living  knows  you  so  thoroughly  as  I 
do."  Some  may  infer  from  this  expression  that  Dr.  Adams 
had  reasons  unknown  to  others,  for  continuing  to  treat 
me  ses  he  has.  What  knowledge  he  possessed  of  my  char- 
acter or  habits  of  an  injurious  nature,  more  than  other 
clergymen  with  whom  I  associated,  I  know  not.  True, 
circumstances  caused  us  to  become  somewhat  more  ac- 
quainted near  the  close  of  my  ministry  in  Boston,  in 
1842,  and  I  felt  much  attached  to  him.  Therefore  it 
was  very  proper,  as  well  as  natural,  that  I  should  go  to 
him  in  my  troubles  for  comfort  and  counsel  Why  he 
penned  that  sentence,  I  never  could  conceive,  unless  he 
intended  by  it  to  intimidate  me  from  ever  doing  any 
thing  more  to  defend  myself,  fearing  he  would  say  some- 
thing to  my  injury  which  I  could  not  meet.  But  being 
conscious  that  he  knew  nothing  more  than  others  to  my 
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hurt,  I  have  gone  fearlessly  on,  whenever  attacked,  to 
endeavor  to  bring  the  truth  to  light.  And  I  presume 
no  reader  will  now  be  charitable  enough  to  think  that 
after  his  attempts  to  persuade  others  to  tell  what  they 
did  not  know,  his  sense  of  honor  would  be  so  nice  as  to 
prevent  him  firom  telling  what  he  himself  did  know. 


CHAPTER    XXXIV. 

I  WOULD  say,  in  conclusion,  that  no  Christian  clergy- 
man or  Christian  layman  can  more  sincerely  regret 
than  I  do,  the  necessity  which  has  called  forth  this 
publication.  Nothing  but  an  imperious  sense  of  duty 
could  have  led  me  to  take  this  step.  Every  candid 
reader  will  see  with  what  patience  I  have  endured  the 
many  injuries  which  my  brethren  had  done  me,  and  ray 
persevering  efforts  to  settle  our  difficulties  on  gospel 
principles.  When  Mr.  Kirk  attempted  to  set  matters 
right  in  the  Association,  if  "  Dr.  Adams  had  not  put  him 
all  aback,"  and  if  the  Association,  even  as  late  as  last 
November,  had  passed  the  Jirst  without  the  second  of 
their  Resolves  of  March  7,  1855,  this  book  would  never 
have  been  written.  In  my  communication  of  July  8, 
1854,  I  assured  the  Association  that  if  they  would  only 
authorize  their  scribe  to  write  on  the  margin  of  the  page 
containing  their  libellous  record,  the  following  sentence, 

**  This  vote  was  rescinded  on  this day  of 1854,'* 

and  certify  the  same  to  me,  my  request  would  be  fiilly 
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complied  with.  I  should  have  published  it  to  the  world, 
and  there  the  matter,  which  has  occasioned  so  much 
alienation  and  painful  regret,  would  have  been  set  at  rest 
for  ever.  But  when  the  Association  let  their  Novem- 
ber and  January  meetings  pass  by  without  complying 
with  my  request,  either  in  form  or  substance,  and 
especially  after  the  instructions  which  they  gave  to  their 
scribe,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Laurie,  not  to  let  me  see  the  records, 
or  even  to  answer  me  a  civil  question,  I  determined  at 
once,  that  duty  to  my  Master,  my  ttiurch,  my  family, 
and  my  friends,  forbid  me  to  allow  sucli  iniquity,  though 
practised  in  high  places,  to  remain  any  longer  concealed 
from  the  eye  of  the  world.  But  when  I  read  their 
second  Resolve  of  March  last,  if  I  had  before  doubted  as 
to  my  duty,  all  doubts  would  then  have  been  dissipated. 
When  they  passed  that  Resolve  they  had  reached  the  cli- 
max of  wrong,  and  there  was  but  one  way  left  for  me  to 
meet  and  repel  it,  and  that  was  to  make  a  full  statement 
of  all  the  wrongs  which  I  had  received  at  their  hands, 
and  expressing  my  firm  belief,  and  giving  my  reasons 
for  it,  that  Dr.  Adams  has  been  the  chief  instigator  of 
the  whole.  But  I  would  here  say,  that  if  any  of  the 
gentlemen  who  have  been  the  abettors  of  Dr.  Adams, 
think  that  I  have  thrown  too  much  of  the  responsibility 
on  him,  if  they  will  notify  me  of  that  fact,  and  state 
precisely  how  much  belongs  to  them,  I  will  most  cheer- 
fully insert  it  in  the  second  edition  of  my  book,  should 
one  be  called  for,  or  communicate  it  to  the  public  in 
some  other  form.  I  presume,  however,  they  will  not 
pretend  that  the  responsibility  is  placed  where  it  does 
not  properly  belong,  since  one  of  them  who  helped  make 
the  record,  and  is  still  a  member,  said  to  a  clergyman 
of  my  acquaintance,  who  asked  him  why  the  Associa- 
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tion  did  not  rescind  their  false  vote,  ^  We  have  thonght 
it  best  to  let  Dr.  Adams  have  pretty  much  his  own  way 
in  that  matter." 

Perhaps  Dr.  Beecher  is  entitled  to  more  of  the  respon- 
sibility in  this  affair  than  I  have  ascribed  to  him.  I 
should  not  have  thought  so,  had  it  not  been  for  the  fol- 
lowing circumstance.  It  will  be  recollected  that  in 
1853  a  successful  effort  was  made  by  the  Congregational 
churches  in  New  England  and  elsewhere,  to  raise,  by 
contributions,  fifty  thousand  dollars  to  aid  Christians  at 
the  West  in  the  erection  of  church  edifices.  My  church, 
though  feeble,  determined  to  show  their  sympathy  with 
the  object,  by  casting  their  mite  into  the  treasury  in  be-' 
half  of  that  enterprise.  They  accordingly  contributed 
twelve  dollars,  which  I  took  to  Deacon  Julius  A. 
Palmer,  who  was  appointed  to  receive  the  sums  con- 
tributed in  Massachusetts,  and  he  credited  the  amount 
in  his  book  as  coming  from  the  Payson  Church  by  their 
pastor.  When  the  "  Congregational  Year-Book  "  was 
published  in  1854,  containing  an  account  of  the  con- 
tributions in  Boston  appended  to  the  names  of  the  re- 
spective churches,  I  found  at  the  bottom  of  the  list  this 
record, — "  South,  $  12."  On  inquiry  of  Deacon  Palmer, 
I  learned  that  Dr.  Beecher  was  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  that  the  deacon  had  passed  into  his  hands  a 
correct  list  of  the  names  of  the  churches  w^hich  had  con- 
tributed. I  then  wrote  to  the  secretary  at  New  York, 
and  requested  him  to  explain  the  matter.  He  replied 
that  the  list  was  published  as  he  received  it.  Now  if 
Dr.  Beecher  could  descend  to  so  mean  an  act  for  the 
sake  of  concealing  from  the  Christian  public  a  knowledge 
of  the  fact  that  any  such  church  as  the  Payson  Church 
existed  in  Boston,  I  cannot  but  think  that  he  also  seeks 
opportunities  to  injure  me,  by  withholding  all  acknowl* 

36* 
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edgment  of  me  or  my  church,  except  when  he  is  invited 
to  become  a  member  of  an  ex  parte  council  to  sit  in  judg^ 
ment  on  our  affairs  ! 

I  offer  no  apology  for  the  publication  of  this  book. 
The  reader  will  expect  none,  —  he  will  require  none. 
Unless  I  greatly  mistake,  the  book  itself,  in  almost  every 
page  of  it^  carries  its  own  apology  along  with  it.  I 
have  a  strong  conviction,  —  I  almost  know  that  every 
intelligent,  unprejudiced,  right^hearted  man  in  the  com- 
munity will  say  that  I  have  done  right  in  this  matter, 
and  that  not  to  have  spoken  under  such  long  continued 
and  unprovoked  persecution  and  oppression,  would  have 
shown  a  want  of  self-respect  unbecoming  my  character 
and  profession,  —  yea,  unbecoming  any  one  who  claims 
to  be  a  fireeman. 

Look  at  the  embarrassing  circumstances  in  which  I 
have  been  placed  under  the  ban  of  a  clerical  association, 
omnipotent  for  evil,  but  wholly  irresponsible,  led  on  by 
Dr.  Adams,  who,  as  I  have  been  repeatedly  assured,  was 
always  ready  to  affirm,  if  I  published  any  thing  or  made 
any  verbal  statement  in  my  own  defence  which  appeared 
rational  and  truthful, — "  That  is  one  of  Fairchild's  lies." 
And  that  declaration  coming  from  such  a  source  was, 
to  many  minds,  "confirmation  strong  as  Holy  Writ." 
They  thought  it  needless  to  make  any  further  inquiry ; 
for  I  must  be  a  great  villain,  and  no  mistake,  or  so  good 
a  man  as  they  deem  Dr.  Adams  to  be,  would  not  say  so. 
The  time  was  when  I  should  probably  have  reasoned  in 
the  same  manner.  When  he  preached  my  installation 
sermon  at  Exeter  in  1843,  if  any  one  had  then  told  me 
that  he  was  even  capable  of  doing  the  things  which  he 
has  since  actually  done,  as  they  have  been  truthfully 
narrated  in  this  volume,  and  predicted  that  I  should 
live  to  see  the  day  when  it  would  all  be  acted  out,  I 
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vhonld  have  been  ready  to  pronounce  it  an  utter  impos- 
sibility. And  when  I  discovered  what  he  was  and  what 
he  had  done,  I  was  as  much  confounded  as  were  the 
whole  community,  at  the  discovery  of  the  Schuyler  in- 
iquity, or  any  of  those  stupendous  frauds  developed 
about  the  same  time.  The  exclamation  came  unbidden 
to  my  lips,  "  Lord,  what  is  man  ?  "  His  influence  over 
others  arises  in  part  fropn  his  peculiar  manner  and  tones 
of  voice  in  making  his  statements.  I  am  told  that  he 
usually  expresses  the  kindest  feelings  towards  me,  — 
gives  assurance  that  he  is  not  my  enemy,  and  wishes 
me  no  harm,  and  that  it  is  very  painful  to  him  to 
take  such  a  decided  stand  against  me.  At  the  same 
time  he  asserts,  with  all  seeming  honesty,  that  he  acts 
on  pjinciple,  —  that  he  is  conscience-boimd,  and  has  no 
object  in  view  but  the  glory  of  God,  the  purity  of  the 
ministry,  and  the  safety  of  the  church.  Thus  by  his 
blandishment  and  apparent  truthfulness  and  sincerity, 
he  has  succeeded  in  deceiving  many  good  clergymen 
and  laymen,  and  in  convincing  them  that  I  am  truly 
what  he  called  me  ten  years  ago,  — "  hell  incarnate." 
In  this  way  he  has  caused  many  persons  to  feel  and  act 
very  much  as  did  the  late  Hon.  William  Jackson,  of 
Newton,  an  extract  from  whose  letter  I  have  given  on 
page  373.  He  told  me  that  he  had  so  much  confidence 
in  Dr.  Adams  and  those  pastors  who  acted  with  him, 
that  he  thought  it  useless  for  him  to  examine  particu- 
larly into  the  matter.  He  concluded  that  they  must  be 
right.  But  when  he  came  to  investigate  the  subject  for 
himself,  he  soon  arrived  at  the  result  mentioned  in  the 
letter  referred  to,  and  which  I  wish  the  reader  would  be 
kind  enough  to  reperuse. 

In  a  conversation  with  a  particular  friend   of  Dr. 
Adams  during  the  month  of  February,  1854,  I  stated 
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several  reasons  why  my  csise  ought  to  be  viewed  in  a 
different  light  by  Dr.  Adams  and  those  who  sympathize 
with  him.  I  spoke  of  the  number  and  respectability  of 
the  persons  who  had  given  me  their  names  and  subscrip- 
tions to  aid  me  in  the  erection  of  my  church.  His  reply 
was,  "  They  say  that  gentlemen  subscribe  to  get  rid  of 
you."  Now  this  is  a  statement  which  they  who  made 
it,  did  not  themselves  believe.  The  very  statement  pro- 
claims its  falsity.  When  I  spoke  of  my  honorable  ac- 
quittal by  the  jury,  he  replied,  "  Dr.  Adams  says  that 
one  of  the  most  intelligent  of  the  jurymen  (naming 
him)  reports  that  your  case  was  a  doubtful  one,  and 
that  you  narrowly  escaped  conviction."  Now  I  have 
been  assured  by  three  of  our  most  respectable  citizens, 
who  were  not  able  to  attend  the  trial,  but  who^  had 
great  confidence  in  the  judgment  of  that  juryman,  being 
in  the  same  business  and  neighborhood  with  him,  that 
when  the  trial  was  over  they  asked  him  his  opinion  of 
my  case ;  and  he  assured  them  that  he  felt  as  a  ciHzen 
what  he  had  expressed  as  a  jurt/man,  —  that  I  was  not 
guilty.  With  this  assurance  they  were  entirely  satis- 
fied, and  remain  so  still,  two  of  them  having  subscribed 
to  aid  me  in  my  church  enterprise.  I  then  referred  this 
£riend  of  Dr.  Adams  to  the  opinion  of  Governor  Wash- 
burn, who  sat  as  judge  in  the  case.  He  replied,  "  They 
say  that  Judge  Washburn  says  you  escaped  by  the  skin 
of  your  teeth."  I  went  directly  to  the  council-chamber 
at  the  State  House  where  the  governor  then  was,  —  had 
a  private  interview  with  him,  —  told  him  what  I  had 
just  heard,  and  asked  him  whether  it  was  so.  He  re- 
plied, "I  give  you  authority  to  say  to  anybody  and 
everybody,  that  if  I  had  been  on  that  jury,  the  evidence 
was  such  as  would  have  compelled  me  to  give  the  ver- 
dict in  your  favor."     Dr.  Woods  told  me  that  the  judge 
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said  to  him  soon  after  my  acquittal,  that  it  was  a 
righteous  verdict 

And  even  at  this  day,  1  am  credibly  informed,  that 
Dr.  Adams  still  asserts  privately  to  individuals,  both 
clergymen  and  laymen,  that  the  charges  preferred 
against  me  he  believes  to  be  true,  and  is  still  using  his 
influence  to  make  me  an  object  of  suspicion  and  dis- 
trust among  religious  people  both  in  Boston  and  out  of 
it.  And  when  good  people  learn  how  determined  he  is 
to  make  me  infamous,  they  conclude  that  there  must  be 
some  foundation  for  it  in  truth,  and  they  are  apt  to  re- 
peat that  very  common  saying,  —  "where  there  is  so 
much  smoke,  there  must  be  some  fire."  There  has  in- 
deed been  a  tremendous  smoke,  nearly  ending  in  suffo- 
cation ;  but  where  can  the  reader  find  the  fire,  if  not  in 
an  unbridled,  slanderous  tongue,  and  a  vindictive,  malig- 
nant heart  ? 

I  do  not  publish  these  "  remarkable  incidents  "  to  the 
world  for  the  purpose  of  injuring  any  of  my  brethren  in 
the  ministry.  There  is  not  one  of  them,  —  no,  not  even 
Dr.  Adams  himself,  to  whom  I  would  not  most  readily 
extend  forgiveness  for  all  the  wrongs  he  has  done  me, 
if  he  would  only  make  that  reparation  which  is  required 
of  him  by  that  very  gospel,  obedience  to  which  he  incul- 
cates so  frequently  and  earnestly  upon  his  people.  But 
not  one  of  them  has  ever  yet  given  the  least  intimation, 
by  word  or  deed,  that  he  felt  any  regret  for  his  unchris- 
tian and  cruel  treatment  of  me,  just  as  though  he 
deemed  it  imdignified  and  degrading  for  a  clergyman  to 
confess  his  sins. 

What  then  could  I  do  but  prepare  a  truthful  narra- 
tive for  the  perusal  of  those  who  come  after  me,  that 
they  may  see  the  real  merits  of  a  case  which  has  excited 
80  much  interest,  and  learn  the  danger  of  acting  hastily 
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in  SO  grave  a  matter, — condemning  a  man  on  defective 
testimony,  and  obstinately  persisting  in  a  course  of 
wrong  doing,  in  spite  of  truth,  and  conscience,  and  the 
Word  of  God.  I  wish  to  leave  a  record  behind  of  what 
has  been  done  in  this  affair,  as  permanent  as  that  of  the 
Suffolk  South  Association.  Neither  do  I  wish  my 
friends  to  be  under  the  necessity  of  entering  into  an  ar- 
gument for  my  defence  with  every  stranger  who  may 
question  them.  I  would  save  them  the  trouble  by  re- 
cording in  a  book  the  facte  in  the  case,  where  every  in- 
quirer will  find  the  truth,  and  be  enabled  to  come  to  a 
correct  decision.  And  I  would  here  say  to  all  my  fel- 
low-citizens, of  every  sect  in  religion  and  party  in  poli- 
tics, who  may  wish  to  know  what  I  have  done  and 
what  has  been  done  to  me,  that  in  preparing  this  book, 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  concealment,  or  exaggeration, 
or  false  coloring  in  any  form  or  degree  to  deceive  the 
reader,  or  to  make  a  wrong  impression  on  his  mind  to 
my  own  advantage,  or  to  the  disadvantage  of  any  per- 
son involved  in  the  disclosures  which  I  have  made. 
And  should  any  one  think  that  I  have  not  stated  his 
case  fairly,  or  that  I  have  wronged  him  by  saying  that 
which  is  not  true,  let  him  inform  me  wherein,  and  give 
me  the  proof,  and  I  will  most  cheerfully,  and  with  al' 
due  haste,  make  the  required  correction.  But  I  presume 
that  no  reader's  mind  is  so  obtuse  as  not  to  perceive 
that  the  evidence  of  the  truth  of  my  statements  is  fur- 
nished as  I  go  along. 

To  my  younger  brethren  in  the  ministry  and  to  those 
who  may  hereafter  enter  it,  and  to  Congregational  cler- 
gymen generally,  I  would  suggest  that  they  may  find  in 
this  volume  some  important  information  on  the  ecclesi- 
astical polity  of  Massachusetts,  and  on  the  nature  of 
New  England  Congregationalism.    Had  I  been  as  well 
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informed  on  these  points  twelve  years  ago  as  I  am  now, 
it  would  have  been  of  invaluable  service  to  me ;  and 
had  my  ministerial  brethren,  whose  doings  are  described 
in  this  book,  been  better  acquainted  with  these  matters 
than  it  seems  they  were,  they  would  probably  never 
have  placed  themselves  in  their  present  unenviable  po- 
sition. So  much  light  has  been  shed  on  these  topics  as 
wiU,  I  hope,  reward  clergymen  for  their  labor  in  exam- 
ining what  I  here  recommend  to  their  particular  atten- 
tion. 

I  have  one  word  to  say  with  regard  to  pulpit  ex- 
changes. My  general  rule  is  to  make  no  proposal  for 
an  exchange,  unless  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  it  will 
be  mutually  agreeable.  True,  I  have  in  a  few  instances, 
at  the  urgent  request  of  some  of  the  leading  and  most 
influential  members  of  a  pastor's  church  and  parish,  so- 
licited an  exchange.  But  hereafter  such  invitations 
must  come  from  the  other  party.  Then  no  embarrass- 
ment will  be  felt,  and  no  pain  given. 

Perhaps  I  cannot  close  more  appropriately  than  by 
quoting  the  following  lines  from  Joanna  Baillie. 

Think'st  thou  there  are  no  serpents  in  the  world 
But  those  that  slide  along  the  grassy  soil, 
And  sting  the  luckless  foot  that  presses  them  ? 
There  are  who,  in  the  path  of  social  life. 
Do  bask  their  spotted  skins  in  fortune's  smile, 
And  sting  the  soul. 


APPENDIX. 


The  following  paragraphs  in  my  circular  addressed  to  the 
Association  in  Maj,  1849,  were  accidentally  omitted.  They 
should  be  read  in  immediate  connection  with  the  paragraph  at 
the  bottom  of  page  17G. 

'*  As  a  minister  of  the  gospel^  as  a  Christian,  as  a  man  even,  I 
had  a  right  to  appeal  to  the  laws  of  my  country  for  protection. 
I  submitted  my  case  to  the  closest  legal  scrutiny.  My  examina- 
tion was  full  and  impartial.  My  acquittal  was  unanimous  and 
complete.    What  more  could  I  have  done. 

'^  I  have  waited  patiently  for  popular  prejudices  to  cool,  and 
the  tongue  and  the  pen  of  slander  to  become  silent  I  have 
"^ione  this,  though  perfectly  aware  all  the  while,  that  a  very 
numerous  and  respectable  portion  of  my  ministerial  brethren 
believed  me  innocent,  and  were  treating  me  accordingly ;  forty- 
six  of  whom  having  signed  a  paper  certifying  to  my  regular 
standing  in  the  Christian  ministry.  I  now  think  that  I  have 
waited  long  enough. 

"  It  has  been  my  hope,  brethren,  that  you  would  do  me  jus- 
tice, unsolicited  by  me,  and  wipe  off  the  stain  which  was  so  un- 
justly put  upon  my  name,  on  your  records,  and,  perhaps,  upon 
my  character,  in  your  hearts ;  and  that  you  would  extend  to  me 
the  hand  of  courtesy  and  the  comforts  of  Christian  sympathy. 
But  as  you  have  not  done  this  of  your  own  accord,  I  now  ask, 
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as  my  just  right,  that  the  said  vote  be  rescinded ;  and  for  the 
reason  that  the  causes  of  mj  separation  from  the  Association, 
as  set  forth  in  your  records  of  January  7,  1845,  are  false  and 
libellous.  And  I  further  ask,  that  you  will  notify  me  officially 
that  the  vote  has  been  thus  rescinded ;  for  as  it  now  stands,  I 
am  told,  by  a  competent  judge  of  the  law,  that  it  is  a  perpetual 
libel,  reaffirmed  by  the  admission  of  every  new  member  into 
your  body,  and  especially  will  this  libel  be  renewed  by  a  vote 
not  to  rescind  it. 

^  I  shall  not  cease  to  claim  this  as  a  right,  due  from  man  to 
man,  —  from  Christian  to  Christian,  —  from  minister  to  minister. 
I  claim  it  in  the  name  of  Him  whose  servants  we  are,  and  in 
whose  mercy  we  hope.  I  claim  its  rescission,  as  having  no  more 
legal  or  moral  right  to  remain  on  your  records,  than  would  a  sim- 
ilar vote  respecting  any  member  of  the  Association.  I  claim  it  on 
the  ground  of  that  universally  received  maxim,  both  of  law  and 
gospel,  that  every  man  is  to  be  presumed  innocent  until  guilt 
is  proved.  As  just  men,  and  as  Christians,  I  confide  in  you  that 
you  will  do  what  is  so  plainly  reasonable  and  proper,  and  what 
every  one  of  you  would  insist  on  having  done  were  my  case 
your  own.  I  am  not  now  asking  of  you  9^  favor ^  but  a  rigkU 
Not  one  of  you  could  be  persuaded  to  publish  over  his  own  sig- 
nature, that  the  charges  in  that  vote  are  true.  I  beg  you,  then, 
not  to  do  collectively  what  you  would  not  do  tndividucdly^  Do 
not,  I  pray  you,  suspend,  in  my  case,  the  action  of  our  Master's 
golden  rule." 
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B. 


The  following  is  a  list  of  the  names  of  those  individuals  who 
have  kindlj  contributed  five  dollars  or  upwards  to  aid  me  in  the 
erection  of  a  church  edifice.  The  name  of  no  subscriber  is  in- 
serted except  written  by  himself  or  by  his  authority.  Many 
have  expresbed  their  kind  feelings  by  giving  me  smaller  sums, 
but  who  refused  to  subscribe. 


Cyrus  Alger, 
Isaac  Adams, 
Alvin  Adams, 
Seth  Adams, 
William  D.  Adams, 
Simeon  P.  Adams, 
James  B.  Aiken, 
William  C.  Abbot, 
William  Adams, 
John  S.  Adams, 
William  T.  Andrews, 
Andrew  Atkinson, 
B.  S.  Allen, 
Nathan  Allen, 
Charles  Amory, 
James  S.  Amory, 
William  Amory, 
Nathan  Appleton, 
Samuel  Appleton, 
William  Appleton, 
Samuel  A.  Appleton, 
Joseph  Andrews, 
J.  L.  C.  Amee, 
Daniel  Ayer, 
Stephen  G.  Allen, 
John  Armstrong, 


Holmes  Ammidown, 
Samuel  Aspinwall, 
Lewis  Allen, 
Seth  Adams,  jr., 
W.  M.  Andrews, 
James  Ayer, 
R.  S.  S.  Andros, 
Thomas  G.  Appleton. 

B. 

Charles  C.  Barry, 
Charles  Barnard, 
David  Barnard, 
William  C.  Barstow, 
Homer  Bartlett, 
C.  L.  Bartlett, 
Elizur  Baldwin, 
Thomas  Bagnall, 
Daniel  C.  Baker, 
Edmund  Baylies, 
John  M.  Barnard, 
Thomas  H.  Bazin« 
Charles  F.  Battles, 
John  W.  BarreU, 
Henry  Barrett, 
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Frank  Battel, 
Grorham  Brooks, 
A.  S.  Brooks, 
Levi  Brigham, 
Nahum  Brigham, 
John  Brigham, 
William  P.  Brigham, 
J.  L.  Baker, 
Joseph  Brownell, 
Nathaniel  Brjant, 
Walter  Bryant, 
Nathaniel  H.  Bryant, 
E.  H.  Brainard, 
Benjamin  Burgess, 
Josiah  Bradlee, 
John  H.  Bowker, 
Isaac  O.  Barnes, 
Samuel  Barrett, 
Richard  Bond, 
Timothy  D.  Bond, 
Joseph  C.  Bond, 
Nathaniel  J.  Bowditch, 
Jonathan  J.  Bowditch, 
Edward  Blake, 

D.  A.  Bokee, 
Laban  S.  Beecher, 
Joseph  J.  Bigelow, 
John  Bertram, 

E.  Baker, 
Charles  S.  Burgess, 
John  T.  Bumham, 
William  Burke, 
Richard  Borden, 
Joseph  L.  Bennett, 
George  B.  Blake, 
George  W.  Bond, 
William  Blake, 


Daniel  G.  Bradford, 
William  G.  Billings, 
Joseph  M.  Bell, 
L.  V.  Bell, 
C.  F.  Bagley, 
J.  A.  Blanchard, 
Charles  Brewer, 
William  Burrage, 
William  A.  Burke, 
James  Boyd, 
Vernon  Brown, 
Benjamin  Blanej, 
George  Bliss, 
Ebenezer  Burgess, 
Horace  S.  Bradley, 
J.  Bourne, 

Martin  S.  Brockwaj, 
John  A.  Buttrick, 
Lewis  Bullard, 
Joseph  Brownell, 
J.  Q.  A.  Bean, 
P.  B.  Brigham, 
John  Brown, 
Enos  Briggs, 
James  B.  Blake, 
Anson  Burlingame, 
L.  F.  Brigham, 
Levi  Bartlett, 
Daniel  D.  Broadhead, 
Artemas  Briggs, 
Albert  A.  Bent, 
Franklin  Brickett, 
Andrews  Breed, 
Thomas  Blanchard, 
David  Babson, 
Edward  Babson, 
James  Blood, 
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Miss  Julia  Bullock, 
Preston  Bennett, 
Thomas  Burgess, 
John  Carter  Brown, 
T.  M.  BaU. 

C. 

B.  R.  Curtis, 
John  H.  Clifford, 
Thomas  B.  Curtis, 
Joseph  W.  Clark, 
Thomas  Caines, 
Ebenezer  Chadwick, 
Andrew  Carney, 
Lemuel  Cushing, 
Caleb  Cushing, 
George  W.  Collamore^ 
Calvin  W.  Clark, 
Frederick  Crafts, 
Thomas  Cordis, 
Moses  Clark, 
Abner  Curtis, 
Thomas  W.  Cowdin, 
George  Callender, 
William  Carr, 

Jonas  Chickering, 
Morrell  Cole, 
Creorge  Choate, 
William  Crosby, 
S.  Q.  Cochran, 
Joel  Canfield, 

C.  G.  Coffin, 
Otis  Clapp, 
Horatio  N.  Crane, 
George  W.  Chipman, 
Andrew  L.  Chamberlain, 


Elihu  Cutler, 
George  Cobb, 
B.  Cushing, 
Joseph  S.  Cabot, 
J.  V.  Cole, 
H.  Colbum, 
Otis  ChurchUl, 
William  M.  Cornell, 
Winthrop  W.  Chenery, 
Oliver  R.  Clark, 
Joseph  Cotton, 
WiUiam  E.  Coffin, 
William  Crook, 
Daniel  W.  ChUd, 
Charles  Copeland, 
Daniel  F.  Child, 
L.  B.  Church, 
H.  W.  Church, 
John  W.  Crafts, 
A.  Clark, 

Charles  P.  Chamberlin, 
Samuel  L.  Crocker, 
William  B.  Crocker, 
James  H.  Carlton, 
Samuel  Chase, 
Beniah  Colbum, 
John  N.  Cushing, 
Josiah  Caldwell, 
S.  Clapp, 
William  J.  Cross, 
Henry  Crafts, 
John  Cowdin, 
Robert  Cowdin, 
William  Cushing, 
Frederic  Cunningham, 
Joseph  Coolidge. 
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Chariee  W.  Dabnej, 
John  J.  Dixwell, 
Daniel  1)61107, 
John  L.  Dimmock, 
Peter  R.  Dalton, 
Tisdalo  Drake, 
Willittm  Davia, 
SamnelDaoa, 
WiUiam  Dale, 
Edward  Dexter, 
John  Dutton, 
James  Davig, 
William  Dehon, 
John  Dopee, 
Nathan  Duifee, 
J.  Amorj  Davis, 
E.  H.  Derby, 
James  Daris,  jr^ 
Samuel  C.  Demereit, 
G.  M.  Dexter, 
'William  Dnigh^ 
Elbridge  G.  Dadley, 
William  T.  Davis, 
Oliver  Dickson, 
Luther  Dana, 
J.  Dean, 
C.  K.  Dillaway, 
Joseph  Drew, 
E.  S.  Dillowaj, 
John  De'Huff, 
Peter  Dunbar, 
W.  B.  Davenport, 
Daniel  Deshon, 
J.M-Doe, 
John  Demerit 


S.  C.  Delano, 
Ebenexer  Djer, 
Chariea  Dopee, 
Ailen  W.  Dodge, 
R.  S.  Daniels, 
Moses  DavenptMt, 
Thomas  Davis, 
Peiry  Davis, 
Timothy  Davie. 


EdwRid  Everett, 
Joseph  Eveletb, 
Oliver  Eldridge, 
Isaac  Emeiy, 
Abner  EUis, 
Thomaa  Emerson, 
Jonathan  EUis, 
Nathaniel  H.  E 
Matthew  Ellis, 
Timothy  Eaton, 
J.  H.  Eastbura, 
Jabez  EUis, 
Charles  Emerson, 
John  L.  Emmons, 
Ephraim  Emmerton, 
Ezra  Eames. 


William  H.  Foster, 
John  Foster, 
Oliver  Frost, 
Daniel  Farrar, 
A.H.Fiske, 
Luther  FellOD, 
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H.  M.  Fuller, 
Bichard  Frothingham, 
Charles  Forster, 
Stephen  P.  Fuller, 
William  Fiske, 
Joseph  E.  Fisk, 
G.  L.  Fall, 
Henry  A.  Fuller, 
Milo  Furbush, 
John  A.  French, 
Hersey  Freeman, 
Milton  Fuller, 
Thomas  P.  Foster, 
Benjamin  F.  Field, 
F.  L.  Fish, 
Alexander  Fullerton, 
Jesse  Fogg, 
Moses  H.  Freeman, 
J.  D.  Famsworth, 
Samuel  Farrar, 
S.  Fifield, 
Jonas  Fitch, 
C.  C.  Felton. 

G. 

Moses  Grant, 
John  Grove, 
Charles  G.  Greene, 
Henry  Grew, 
Samuel  Guild, 
James  Guild, 
Frederick  Guild, 
Aaron  Guild, 
James  W.  Gates, 
William  Gutterson, 
Milton  Gale, 


Thomas  Groom, 
E.  M.  Gkurdner, 
Mrs*  E.  G.  Grardner, 
William  T.  Glidden, 

D.  N.  Greene, 
Alexander  Gibbs, 
W.  L.  B.  Gibbs, 
Lemuel  Gilbert, 
Joseph  Grinnell, 
Thomas  Greenleaf, 
John  Green, 

Mrs.  Susan  Guild, 
J.  Garland, 
S.  P.  Gilbert, 
Patrick  Grant, 
B.  D.  Greene, 
B.  A.  Gould. 

H. 

Elisha  Huntington, 
John  T.  Heard, 
Samuel  Henshaw, 

E.  Harrington, 
George  Howland, 
Henry  N.  Hooper, 
William  H.  Hooper, 
Leopold  Herman, 
Noah  Harrod, 

D.  D.  Hart, 
Amos  Howard, 
William  H.  Howard, 
Charles  D.  Head, 
William  T.  Hart, 
WiUiam  H.  Hill, 
William  Hammond, 
James  Henley, 
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Isaac  Hams, 
Holmes  Hinckley, 
Thomas  Hathaway, 
Samuel  Hall, 
Dudley  Hall, 
Lewis  Hall, 
Peter  C.  Hall, 
F.  A.  Hall, 
Samuel  W.  Hall, 
Willis  Howes, 
Samuel  Hill, 
F.  Houghton, 
Thomas  Howe, 
James  L.  Hodge, 
S.  C.  Hewitt, 
Greorge  Hyde, 
Joseph  Hodges, 
A.  D.  Hodges, 
John  P.  Hcaly, 
Moses  Hadley, 
George  Hews, 
John  L.  Hunnewell, 
David  Hamblen, 
Freeman  Hunt, 
William  Headwin, 
Enoch  Hunt, 
Charles  £.  Hall, 
George  Hitchings, 
John  Hodges, 
Edward  H.  Howland, 
P.  Hubbell, 
H.  Howard, 
Charles  J.  Hendee, 

A.  Hollingsworth, 
William  P.  Houston, 

B.  K.  Hough, 

B.  K.  Hough,  jr., 


R.B.  Hall, 
Oliver  Holman, 
Henry  Hill, 
William  W.  Hoppin, 
Thomas  F.  Hoppio, 
Charles  Holden, 
D.  M.  Hale, 
Samuel  Hooper, 
Henry  K.  Horton, 
B.  M.  Hodges. 


Moses  B.  Ives, 
Robert  H.  Ives. 

J. 

P.  T.  Jackson, 
Greorge  B.  Jones, 
Z.  Jellison, 
Eliphalet  Jones, 
Chester  Judson, 
Henry  B.  Janes, 
C.  B.  Johnson, 
Edward  C.  Jones, 
Josiah  M.  Jones, 
Henry  Jenkins, 
William  Johnston, 
R.  M.  Joy, 
Joseph  S.  Jones, 
Benjamin  Judkins, 
John  «fewett, 
Elisha  Jacobs, 
Greorge  W.  Jackman, 
Moses  B.  Jenkins, 
George  Johnaon, 
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John  P.  Jewett, 
Edward  J.  Jones, 
Allen  M.  Jones. 

K. 

Moses  Kimball, 
John  Eittell, 
Abel  Kendal], 
Sewall  Kendall, 
Timothy  Kendall, 
Mrs.  Marj  F.  Kendall, 
John  R.  Kimball, 
George  Kingman, 
Abner  Kittredge, 
Lewis  Kennej, 
W.  W.  Keith, 
Samuel  Kidder, 
John  B.  Kittell, 
D.  D.  KeUey, 
S.  B.  King, 
D.  P.  King, 
John  A.  Knowles, 
Robert  Kemp, 
Aaron  Kimball, 
J.  B.  Kimball, 
George  H.  Kuhn, 
George  W.  Keene, 
Ezra  T.  Kidder, 
G.  W.  Kelley, 
Amos  King, 
Henry  Kingman. 

• 

L. 

Thomas  Lamb, 
S.  K.  Lothrop, 


Abbott  Lawrence, 
Levi  Lincoln, 
Israel  Lombard, 
Otis  P.  Lord, 
Thomas  J.  Lobdell,  • 
G.  H.  Lodge, 
John  E.  Lodge, 
Albert  W.  Ladd, 
Moses  B.  Lakeman, 
Thomas  Lee, 
Henry  Lee, 
William  K.  Lewis, 
C.  F.  Lougee, 
Josiah  G.  Lovell, 
Miss  Abigail  M.  Loring, 
Harrison  Loring, 
William  Lee, 
Gilman  S.  Low, 
Samuel  Leeds, 
Joseph  Leeds, 
Benjamin  Leeds, 
Edward  Lawrence, 
Reuben  Lovejoy, 
Robert  L.  Lane, 
Samuel  W.  Lane, 
Ambrose  Lovis, 
Gad  Leavitt, 
William  Liyingston, 
Warren  Ludwig, 
William  Lowry, 
Thomas  Liversidge, 
Noah  Lincoln, 
Ariel  Low, 
John  M.  Loud, 
N.  J.  Lord, 
Samuel  S.  Lewb, 
Joseph  Lynde, 
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Isaac  Livermore, 
George  Lee, 
Micajah  Lunt^ 
Noah  Litcbfield, 
Henry  W.  Longfellow. 

M. 

Sidney  B.  Morse, 
Charles  H.  Mills, 
Sewall  G.  !Mack, 
Donald  McKay, 
II.  Meredith, 
Levi  B.  Merriam, 
Frederick  P.  Moseley, 
Nathaniel  G.  Manson, 
John  JMansfield, 
William  B.  May, 
Charies  Merriam, 
Charles  W.  Morgan, 
B.  D.  Moody, 
Lewis  F.  Merrill, 
John  B.  Meads, 
Joseph  Manning, 
Robert  Marsh, 
H.  Melius, 
Peter  Mackie, 
Perry  G.  Macomber, 
J.  K.  Miles, 
S.  F.  Morse, 
G.  Miller, 

Stephen  W.  Marston, 
Samuel  Merry, 
Francis  Mi  Hi  ken. 
Earl  P.  Mason, 
William  H.  Manning, 


T.  MandeL, 
Lovctt  Morse, 
Charles  Mclntire. 

N. 

Samuel  Nicolson, 
Frederick  Nickerson, 
Joseph  Nickerson, 
Jonathan  Nickerson, 
Sereno  D.  Nickerson, 
James  M.  Newell, 
Lyman  Nichols, 
Joseph  Noble, 
John  Nesmith, 
Thomas  Nesmith, 
Henry  Newman, 
D.  B.  Newhall, 
Albert  H.  Nelson, 
Samuel  Neal, 
N.  C.  Nash, 
N.  D.  Northend, 
Otis  Norcross, 
Asa  R.  Nye, 
Henry  Newhall, 
James  K.  Nichols. 

O. 

Marcus  Ormsbee, 
H.  D.  Oliphant, 
Stephen  Oliver, 
Misses  Osgood, 
£.  Oakes, 
J.  Oakes, 
John  P.  Ober. 
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P. 

William  C.  Plunkett, 
John  Picrpont, 
J.  W.  Paige, 
Ljman  Perry, 
Moses  Pond, 
M.  D.  Phillips, 
James  M.  Parker, 
James  Perkins, 
Thomas  H.  Perkins, 
H.  O.  Prescott, 
Joseph  W.  Plimpton, 
George  A.  Phillips, 
O.  Pickering, 
William  H.  Prentice, 
Isaac  Parker, 
Oliver  Pelton, 
Henry  Plympton, 
Joseph  C.  Pray, 
Jonathan  Preston, 
Samuel  S.  Perkins, 
Seth  Presbrey, 
Greorge  W.  Porter, 
George  Peabody, 
William  D.  Pickman, 
Charles  E.  Paige, 
Henry  L.  Pierce, 
H.  D.  Parker, 
John  Proctor, 
William  Pope, 
J.  D.  Prince, 
W.  G.  E.  Pope, 
Benjamin  Parker, 
George  H.  Peters, 
N.  C.  Poor, 
£benezer  Parker, 


Sanford  B.  Perry, 
F.  Peabody, 
William  Pickman, 
Stephen  H.  Phillips, 
J.  W.  Peele, 
Thomas  H.  Prime, 
Joseph  Pratt, 
Rufus  A.  Putnam, 
Daniel  Putnam, 
Enoch  Patterson, 
Samuel  H.  L.  Pierce, 
Henry  Poor, 
Eben  S.  Poor, 
Moses  Putnam, 
Thorndike  Proctor, 
A.  P.  Phillips, 
Mrs.  Mary  Pitcher, 
Ellis  B.  Pitcher, 
John  Pew, 
Jacob  Pierce, 
Mrs.  William  Pratt, 
Charles  H.  Parker, 
Joel  Parker. 

B. 

Benjamin  T.  Reed, 
Sampson  Reed, 
Caleb  Reed, 
Samuel  G.  Reed, 
James  Read, 
Thomas  Richardson, 
Thomas  Richardson, 
Thomas  Richardson, 
Jeffrey  Richardson, 
T.  P.  Ricliardson, 
William  Richordsoiiy 
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Greorge  Richardson, 
John  Rayner, 
William  J.  Rotch, 
J.  P.  Robinson, 
S.  Robinson, 
Edward  A.  Raymond, 

F.  F.  Raymond, 
Curtis  B.  Raymond, 
William  R.  Rodman, 
Trueworthy  Rowell, 
Thomas  Restieaux, 
Richard  Rogers, 
George  Rankin, 
Henry  Rich, 

Otis  Rich, 
Manly  A.  Rowell, 
Lewis  Rice, 
Henry  A.  Rice, 
Edward  C.  Rice, 

G.  W.  Rice, 

Robert  H.  Remington, 
W.  D.  Richards, 
Shepard  Robbins, 
John  Ritchie, 
Stephen  B.  Robbins, 
John  G.  Roberts, 
D.  B.  Rising, 
Reuben  Richards, 
N.  Russell, 
A.  L.  Russell, 
Daniel  Richardson, 
C.  Robinson, 
J.  D.  Richards, 
T.  R.  Raymond. 


S. 

Benjamin  Seaver, 
J.  V.  C.  Smith, 
David  Sears, 
Robert  G.  Shaw, 
James  Savage, 
Samuel  W.  Swett, 
George  Stevens, 
Samuel  Sanford, 
Philo  Sanford, 
Samuel  R.  Spinney, 
Stephen  S.  Seavy, 
Jacob  Sleeper, 
W.  H.  Spooner, 
Charles  Sampson, 
M.  H.  Simpson, 
Jacob  Stanwood, 
Z.  Southard, 
Frederick  H.  Stimpson, 
George  W.  Simmons, 
John  Souther, 
Noah  Sturtevant, 
John  Spence, 
Thomas  C.  Stoddard, 
Lucian  Skinner, 
D.  Swan, 
William  D.  Swan, 
Alexander  H.  Seabury, 
Joseph  Stone, 
Joseph  W.  Stone, 
James  M.  Shute, 
John  B.  Silsbee, 
B.  H.  Silsbee, 
William  Silver, 
Edward  Smith, 
Elisha  Smith, 
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Nathan  II.  Streeter, 
Samuel  Shaw, 
Paran  Stevens, 
Thomas  Savory, 
Matthew  Starbuck, 
WiUiam  Starbuck, 
George  Starbuck, 
E.  A.  Swift, 
William  H.  Spear, 
Stephen  Smith, 
James  R.  Sproat, 
Joshua  Seward, 
George  L.  Stearns, 
Royal  Southwick, 
William  11.  Sanfoi-d, 
Charles  B.  Shaw, 
T.  A.  Simmons, 
Richard  Smith, 
John  Smith, 
Nathaniel  Stevens, 
A.  D.  Smith, 

D.  Y.  Smith, 
Mrs.  II.  N.  SUiter, 
I.<aac  P.  Smith, 

J.  W.  Sanford, 
L.  M.  Standish, 
G.  IT.  Shaw, 
Jared  Sparks. 

T. 

Adam  W.  Thaxter, 
Newell  A.  Thompson, 
Abijah  Thompson, 
John  S.  Tyler, 

E.  P.  Tileston, 
John  P.  Tarbell, 
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Samuel  T.  Tisdale, 
Otis  Tufts, 
William  S.  Thacher, 
Ilonice  B.  Taylor, 
George  Thompson, 
Daniel  Tracy, 
John  W.  Trull, 
Ezra  Trull, 
James  D.  Thompsoiiy 
John  Tyler, 
James  Tucker, 
Amos  P.  Tapley, 
David  Taylor, 
J.  B.  Tobey, 
Charles  R.  Tucker, 
Henry  Tabor, 
CahiU  Tolman, 
Lyman  Tucker, 
Stephen  Tihon, 
Walter  II.  Tilden, 
Edwin  Tilden, 
J.  C.  Treadwell, 
Augustus  Tyler, 
Joshua  Tucker, 
David  Thain, 
Scth  Thaxter, 
Joseph  Twiichell, 
George  W.  Torrey, 
John  Templeton, 
J.  S.  Thornton, 
William  M.  Thayen 

U. 

George  B.  Upton, 
James  Upton, 
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V. 

Josiah  Vose, 
E.  A.  Vose, 
James  Vila, 
Hammond  W.  Vinal, 
T.  J.  Vinton, 
Nathan  Viles, 
William  Vamum, 
William  VialL 

W. 

Robert  C.  Winthrop, 
Charles  H.  Warren, 
Cliarles  Levi  Woodbury, 
Fletcher  Webster, 
Samuel  D.  Ward, 
Joseph  Whitney, 
Thomas  B.  Wales, 
Thomas  B.  Wales,  jr., 
E.  P.  Walton, 
E.  P.  Whitman, 
Seth  Wilmarth, 
Ebenezer  Weeman, 
Increase  S.  Witliington, 
Luther  Wright, 
J.  B.  Winn, 
H.  Willis, 
Lsaac  D.  White, 
IL  B.  Wetherell, 
James  F.  Whit  more, 
Francis  A.  Willard, 
Samuel  Waldron, 
Sidney  Williams, 
Charles  O.  Whitmore, 
William  Whiting, 


R.  S.  Wade, 
W.  F.  Weld, 
William  Washburn, 
Wiliiam  Wyman, 
Moses  Warren, 
J.  S.  Wetherbee, 
D.  White, 
Ichabod  Washburn, 
Benjamin  F.  Willi:4ni% 
Abiather  R.  Will  lams, 
Martin  L.  Whitcher, 
Hapgood  Wright, 
Charles  Woodbury, 
John  Wright, 
J.  C.  Whitehouse, 
Edward  D.  White, 
J.  Wooldridge, 
Daniel  Wilbur, 
H.  Wheatland, 
Charles  T.  Woodman, 
James  S.  Wiggin, 
James  J.  Whitney, 
Mrs.  Lydia  L.  Walker, 
Charles  Wills, 
Alfred  Wright, 
B.  F.  White, 
Francis  White, 
S.  Whitwell, 
J.  IL  Wolcott, 
James  Walker. 

Y. 

J.  IL  York, 
J.  S.  Young, 
George  Young, 
R.  M  Yale, 
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The  following  names  were  omitted  in  the  first  edition : 


Joseph  Andrews, 
William  C.  Bond, 
Horatio  A.  Bliss, 
Stephen  11.  Cutter, 
Nathaniel  Cooledge, 
Josiah  Curtis, 
Seth  K.  Crowell, 
A.  W,  Crowninshield, 
Martin  L.  Hall, 
Mrs.  C.  £.  Norton, 


n.  Parker, 
Increase  Robinson, 
Joseph  Smith, 
Benjamin  ShurtlefT, 
James  Tirrell, 
G.  Twichell, 
Mrs.  Waterhouse, 
Samuel  S.  Whitney, 
Franklin  B.  White. 
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The  success  which  has  hitherto  attended  my  application  for 
aid  in  this  enterprise,  has  been  very  gratifying  to  my  feelings. 
It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  all  whose  contributions  I  might 
solicit,  would  respond  to  my  call.  But  those  who  could  not 
conveniently  contribute,  have,  with  very  few  exceptions,  had  a 
kind  and  encouraging  word  for  me,  expressive  of  their  sympa- 
thy and  good-will.  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  hundreds  of 
these  subscribers  gave  me  their  names  because  they  wished 
thereby  to  bear  their  testimony  against  persecution.  Indeed, 
some  of  them  put  down  their  names  for  this  very  purpose,  and 
it  was  so  avowed  by  them  at  the  time,  and  who  would  not  have 
subscribed  under  other  circumstances.  Not  that  all  these  sub- 
scribers meant  to  indorse  my  character ;  for  not  all  of  them  had 
examined  into  the  merits  of  my  case  with  sufficient  care  to  jus- 
tify such  an  act.  But  many  of  them  had  examined  it  critically. 
This  is  especially  true  of  Judge  Curtis,  and  Judge  "Warren,  and 
Governor  Clifford,  who  doubtless  meant  by  their  names  and 
subscriptions,  to  express  their  confidence  in  me  as  a  clergyman 
worthy  to  be  sustained  by  the  Christian  community. 

When  I  opened  my  subscription  book,  it  was  quite  problem- 
atical whether  I  should  succeed,  and  I  so  stated  the  case  to  gen- 
tlemen at  the  time.  And  therefore  I  requested  them  to  sub- 
scribe and  pay  only  on  condition  of  my  being  successful.  But 
several  of  them  paid  their  subscription  at  the  time,  and  told  me 
not  to  return  it,  if  I  did  not  succeed,  but  devote  it  to  my  own 
use ;  at  the  same  time  intimating  that  if  I  was  likely  to  be  suc- 
cessful they  would  add  to  their  subscription  if  necessary.  I 
have  obtained  and  paid  for  a  very  eligible  site,  —  the  building 
is  begun,  —  the  steps  were  laid  and  the  first  floor  put  on  last 
fall ;  and  I  have  raised  money  sufficient  to  meet  all  the  expenses 
so  far,  up  to  the  first  of  April.  From  last  November  till 
April,  I  made  scarcely  a  single  effort  to  add  to  my  list  of  sub- 
scribers in  consequence  of  the  stagnation  of  business  and  the 
scarcity  of  money.  As  building  materials  and  labor  are  much 
more  expensive  than  when  I  began  the  undertaking,  it  will  cost 
a  good  deal  more  than  was  then  anticipated.  If  any  individ- 
uals who  may  read  my  book,  are  satisfied  that  I  am  deserving 
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of  their  sympathy  and  assistance,  I  can  assure  them  tljat  any 
sum,  however  small,  will  be  thankfully  received.  There  are 
many  ladies  of  wealth  and  generosity,  both  married  and  un- 
married, who  are  always  ready  to  contribute  in  aid  of  every 
worthy  object ;  and  should  any  of  them  feel  inclined  to  put  my 
enterprise  on  their  list  of  deserving  objects  and  remember  me 
in  the  distribution  of  their  charities,  they  will  confer  a  favor  for 
which  I  shall  be  truly  grateful.  I  shall  continue  to  make  per- 
sonal application ;  but  there  may  be  those  who  are  disposed  to 
contribute,  to  whom  I  cannot  gain  access.  If  such  will  send 
their  donation  by  mail  or  otherwise,  I  will  forthwith  acknowl- 
edge its  receipt.  Or  if  any  should  desire  a  personal  interview 
with  me,  please  appoint  the  time  and  the  place,  and  I  should  be 
happy  to  call.  I  shall  devote  all  the  profits  of  my  book  to  this 
one  object ;  and  possibly  this  consideration  may  be  an  induce- 
ment to  some  to  purchase  it,  and  to  aid  in  its  circulation. 
It  would  afford  me  much  pleasure  to  present  a  copy  to 
each  of  my  subscribers ;  but  poverty  forbids,  —  poverty  brought 
upon  me,  as  every  reader  will  see,  by  my  laudable  efforts 
to  obtain  my  individual  rights,  and  in  defence  of  that 
priceless  jewel,  —  a  good  name,  I  do  not  ask  the  public 
to  make  up  my  losses.  True,  all  my  earthly  substance  has 
been  unjustly  taken  from  me.  Well,  let  it  go.  All  I  want 
of  this  world  is  the  means  of  completing  my  church,  where 
I  may  have  an  opportunity  to  preach  the  precious  gospel  to 
those  of  my  fellow-citizens  and  fellow-sinners,  who  may  wish 
to  hear  me  during  the  few  years  at  farthest  that  I  can  expect  to 
be  spared  for  such  a  pleasing  and  useful  service.  And  as  many 
subscribers  have  asked  me  how  /  am  to  be  benefited,  I  will 
state  the  conditions  on  which  I  have  undertaken  to  erect  that 
edifice.  So  long  as  I  am  able  to  preach  in  it,  I  am  to  receive 
all  the  income  from  the  house  unless  it  should  exceed  twelve 
hundred  dollars ;  the  excess,  should  there  be  any,  will  be  a|>- 
propriated  to  pay  the  current  expenses  of  the.  society.  If  I 
cease  to  serve  the  people  as  their  pastor  through  incapacity  or 
old  age,  I  am  to  have  a  legal  claim  on  the  house  as  security  for 
the  payment  to  me  quarterly  of  a  certain  percentage  on  the 
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value  of  the  property  which  mj  friends  have  enabled  me  to  in* 
vest  therein,  during  my  life,  and  one  ^If  the  same  amount  to 
my  widow,  should  I  leave  one,  during  her  life.  And  at  our  de- 
cease it  becomes  the  property  of  my  parish  in  fee-simple.  This 
is  all  the  provision  for  my  worldly  comfort  which  I  need. 

I  should  be  pleased,  if  I  were  able,  to  send  a  copy  of  my 
book  to  all  the  clergymen  in  the  Commonwealth.  Perhaps 
there  may  be  some  one  layman  in  most  of  our  parishes  who 
will  purchase  it ;  if  so,  may  I  not  request  him,  for  my  sake,  to 
loan  it  to  his  pastor  ? 

If  I  can  complete  the  house  outside  and  finish  the  vestry,  so 
that  we  can  meet  there  for  worship  before  winter,  I  shall  be 
satisfied.  The  upper  part  can  be  finished  as  we  are  able  to  ob- 
tain the  means.  I  have  subscriptions  to  the  amount  of  over 
seven  thousand  dollars,  most  of  which  has  been  paid.  I  think 
that  nine  or  ten  thousand  dollars  more  will  complete  it  without 
contracting  any  permanent  debt  My  parishioners  will  do  all 
they  can.  I  hope  before  the  house  is  dedicated  there  will  be 
no  mortgage  upon  it,  —  that  incubus  which  is  so  fatal  to  the 
prosperity  of  many  of  our  churches.  This  evil  I  shall  avoid  if 
possible,  which  I  can  do  only  as  my  friends  who  sympathize 
with  me  in  my  trials,  if  not  in  my  sentiments,  will  furnish  me 
with  the  requisite  funds.  To  such  I  make  my  appeal.  And 
for  what  you  have  already  done,  or  may  hereafter  do,  I  can 
make  no  other  return  but  the  unfeigned  thanks  of  a  grateful 
heart. 


NOTICES  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  The  Preu  i$  the  living  Jury  of  the   Nation.^* 


Remarkadle  Incidents  in  the  Life  of  Rev.  J.  H.  Fairchild, 
Pastor  of  Payson  Cuurch,  South  Boston. — Wc  arc  indebted  to 
the  author  for  a  copy  of  this  volume,  which  in  its  short  compass  of  four 
hundred  and  fifty  paj^es,  reveals  more  of  personal  persecution,  malignant, 
envenomed  warfare,  and  unyielding  hate  towards  a  minister  of  the  gospel 
than  any  one  would  believe  possible  in  New  England  in  the  nineteenth 
century.  Whatever  may  have  been  Mr.  Fairchild's  original  error,  grave 
or  light,  real  or  imaginary,  no  one  can  read  the  story  of  his  wrongs  and 
not  say  that  the  malice,  enmity,  and  persecutions  with  which  he  has  been 
beset  by  his  ecclesiastical  brethren,  have  been  more  than  can  be  justified 
under  any  pretence  short  of  downright  insanity.  IIow  men  can  preach 
from  their  pulpits  the  doctrines  taught  by  our  Saviour  in  his  Sermon  on 
the  Mount,  and  so  belie  its  precepts  by  their  actions,  passes  our  under- 
standing. We  almost  regret  the  publication  of  a  book  that  exposes  so 
fearful  a  revelation  of  ecclesiastical  depravity  and  unchristian  conduct,  for 
we  do  not  wish  to  think  so  badly  of  our  fellow  men  as  this  volume  com- 
pels us  to  do. —  Tfie  Atlas. 

This  is  a  closely  printed  duodecimo  volume  of  450  pages.  Some  of  the 
incidents  which  it  narrates  have  been  before  the  public  for  several  years, 
—  have  been  the  subjects  of  newspaper  commentary,  and  have,  no  doubt, 
enabled  most  of  those  who  have  read  them  to  form  a  favorable  opinion  of 
the  author,  and  to  sympathize  with  him  in  his  sufferings  under  a  persecu- 
tion more  malignant  and  cruel  than  could  ever  be  inflicted,  in  this  nation, 
by  any  other  institution  than  an  ecclesiastical  council.  The  book  is  a 
connected  and  elaborate  history  of  the  troubles  in  which  Mr.  Fairchild  has 
been  involved  for  a  number  of  years,  — beginning  with  two  or  three  mem- 
bers of  his  church  at  South  Boston,  and  accumulating  to  a  mass  sufficient 
to  crush  almost  any  mortal  man,  under  the  management  of  two  or  three 
councils  and  the  Suffolk  South  Association. 

The  book  will  be  interesting  to  a  large  number  of  readers  as  illustra- 
tive of  the  despotism  of  self-constituted  tribunals,  and  a  record  of  the 
miseries  which  arrogant  pharisaism  can  inflict  on  its  victiiXL    The  facts 
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which  are  stated  wo  presume  may  bo  received  as  authentic ;  for  most  of 
them  arc  sustained  bj  official  documents  or  other  unquestionable  papers. 
•^Botton  Courier. 

The  history  of  Mr.  Fairchild  is  a  peculiar  and  painful  one.  He,  of  all 
men  we  have  known  within  a  few  years  past,  can  say  in  the  bitterness  of 
his  affliction,  "I  was  wounded  in  llic  house  of  my  friends." 

The  particulars  of  the  arrest  and  trial  of  Mr.  Fairchild,  some  years  since, 
on  a  charge  seriously  involving  his  moral  character,  and  utterly  destruc- 
tive of  Jiis  usefulness  as  a  minister  of  the  gospel,  must  bo  ftimiliar  to  most 
readers.  Mr.  Fairchild  had  a  fair  and  impartial  trial.  Eminent  counsel 
were  employed  on  lx)th  sides,  and,  after  the  most  thorough  investigation, 
he  was  acquitted.  The  public  acquiesced  in  the  decision  of  the  tribunal. 
Ho  had  been  weighed  in  the  balance  and  was  not  found  wanting.  An 
honest  court  and  jury  had  said  so ;  and  notwithstanding  the  almost  un- 
bearable load  of  prejudice  which  was  arrayed  against  him,  enough  to  crush 
a  strong  man  to  the  earth,  he  calmly  and  patiently  withstood  it.  Surely 
nothing  but  conscious  innocence  and  a  trust  in  the  living  God  could  have 
sustained  that  man  through  those  months  of  affliction. 

We  have  said  that  the  public,  notwithstanding  their  prejudices,  acqui- 
esced in  the  decision  of  the  court.  They  did  more.  Mr.  Fairchild  sinco 
that  period,  by  a  blameless  life  and  conversation,  has  won  a  place  in  the 
esteem  and  regards  of  his  fellow-citizens,  which  the  adverse  action  of  all 
the  ecclesiastical  councils  tliat  ever  convened  in  New  England,  cannot 
shake. 

It  is  amazing  that  ministers  of  a  gospel  which  teaches  love  and  good- 
will to  man  should  manifest  such  an  implacable  spirit  as  has  been  mani- 
fested in  Mr.  Fairchild's  case.  And  wo  doubt  not  that  the  reader  of  the 
book  under  notice  will  share  our  astonishment  at  the  meanness,  the  ter- 
giversation, the  deception,  the  —  the  —  yes,  we  will  say  it  —  the  lying  of 
some  ministerial  brethren  in  Mr.  Faircliild's  case. 

In  the  volume  before  us,  Mr.  F.  has  given  a  full  history  of  the  facbj  r«- 
lating  to  this  period  of  his  life.  All  the  proceedings  in  councils  are  here 
given  with  a  faithfulness  and  minuteness  that  leaves  nothing  to  be  desired. 
Ho  seems  to  have  kept  nothing  back.  All  tho  documentary  evidence  that 
exists  is  given  hero,  and  tho  reader  has  before  him,  in  a  volume  of  450 
pages,  a  complete  history  of  this  unhappy  affair.  We  say,  then,  according 
to  this  cvidenco  it  is  some  of  his  ministerial  brpthrcn,  and  not  Mr.  Fair- 
child,  who  are  on  trial.  We  commend  tho  book  to  public  attention  as 
presenting  a  curious  chapter  in  the  history  of  some  of  our  churches.-— 
Boston  Ilerald. 

This  is  a  volume  of  nearly  500  pages,  and  gives  a  complete  and  truthful 
account  of  the  eventful  life  of  the  author — his  persecutions  and  trials  in 
}ugh  places  and  low — his  straggles,  suflcrings,  and  other  matters  of  inter- 
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est.  It  is  dedicated  "  To  all  who  love  the  exhibition  of  plain  truth  and 
the  exposure  of  artful  duplicity."  Wc  presume  the  public  <;encrally  will 
desire  to  jrct  the  volume,  for  it  concerns  events  and  men  which  occupied 
a  pronjinent  j)liice  in  the  community.  The  famous  doin^^s  of  the  Suffolk 
South  Association  are  especially  treated,  and  its  iniquity  exposed.  It 
seems  to  us  that  Mr.  Fairchild  entirely  refutes  the  btu^e  charj^cs  brouj^ht 
ajjjunst  him,  and  that  in  the  minds  of  the  community  ho  must  stand  before 
them  an  innocent,  as  he  has  been  a  most  abused,  man.  —  The  Daily  Bbr. 

This  is  an  autobiography  of  Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild,  piving  a  detailed  ac- 
count of  his  troubles.  It  is  very  minute,  and  those  who  arc  interested  in 
the  author  will  value  the  work.  The  whole  history  of  the  charges  brought 
against  him,  with  the  action  of  the  council,  his  trial,  acquittal,  etc.,  etc., 
are  given,  including  letters  from  friends  and  foes.  So  far  as  we  have 
examined  it,  it  breathes  a  very  good  spirit.  The  work  will  have  a  good 
sale,  and  must  excite  considerable  attention  in  certain  quarters,  as  Mr.  F. 
has  not  hesitated  to  give  names  and  dates.  —  Evening  Tdcfjniph. 

Strong  in  his  consciousness  of  innocence,  Mr.  Fairchild  challenged  the 
most  rigid  investigation  of  his  conduct,  and  was  ready  to  stand  or  fall  by 
the  result  of  that  investigation.  Ho  came  out  of  the  fierj'  funuice  into 
which  his  enemies  had  cast  him  unscathed,  and  without  the  least  evidence 
having  l>een  found  that  would  injure  him  in  the  opinion  of  any  fair-minded 
man.  Yet  the  prejudice  against  him,  in  certain  quarters,  has  not  been 
abated.  A  singular  proof  of  the  queer  workings  of  this  rancorous  spirit  is 
afforded  in  chapter  31  of  this  volume.  At  a  meeting  of  the  Suffolk  South 
Association,  held  on  the  7th  of  March,  1855,  it  was  resolved,  "Tliat  all 
votes  upon  our  records  in  regard  to  Mr.  Joy  H.  Fairchild's  character  and 
exclusion  from  this  Ijodv  be,  and  the  same  herebv  are,  rescinded."  So 
far,  so  good  ;  but  the  next  resolve  is  as  follows  :  "  That  in  view  of  all  the 
liistory  of  his  case,  in  the  opinion  of  this  l)ody,  it  is  nevertheless  inexpe- 
dient that  his  connection  with  this  Association  should  be  continued,  and 
the  same  is  hereby  terminated."  That  is  to  say,  the  Association  officially 
and  solemnly  declare  that  thev  l)clievc  Mr.  Fairchild  to  be  an  innocent 
man,  but  that,  "  nevertheless,"  they  will  treat  him  as  if  his  guilt  of  the 
infamous  charges  preferred  against  him  had  been  established  l)cyonjl  all 
question  !  Could  any  thing  more  absunl  and  illogical  lie  imagined  than 
this  action  of  a  respectable  religious  bo<ly  ?  Mr.  Fairehild's  reply  to  the 
Association  is  a  model  paper,  being  clear,  convincing,  and  earnest,  —  pre- 
cisely the  sort  of  rejoinder  that  an  act  so  gross  as  that  wo  have  mentioned 
was  calculated  to  call  forth. 

No  one  can  read  the  work  without  being  convinced  that  the  author  has 
been  most  unfairly  treated,  while  admiration  is  excited  by  the  heroic  man- 
ner in  which  he  has  contended  against  ''a  sea  of  troubles,"  until  the  facta 
of  his  innocence,  and  of  the  maligmty  of  his  enemies,  are  placed  beyond 
all  doubt.  — Boston  Daifif  TVmes. 
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As  would  naturally  be  expected,  the  reverend  author  enters  into  a  full 
examination  and  exposure  of  the  yarious  troubles  and  persecutions  to 
which  ho  has  been  subjected,  and  the  whole  is  given  with  evident  sincerity 
and  feeling.  That  he  has  lM.>cn  harshly  dealt  with,  and  that  he  has  liccn 
followed  by  rancorous  enemies  far  beyond  the  bounds  of  reason,  there  can 
be  no  doubt,  judging  from  what  he  has  written  ;  and  considering  all  tliis, 
he  evidently  owed  it  to  himself,  his  friends,  as  well  as  the  cause  of  religion, 
to  make  a  ])ublic  vindication  of  his  character  and  conduct. 

All  persons  desirous  of  obtaining  a  full  account  of  Mr.  Fairchild's  trials, 
will,  of  course,  rca<l  this  interesting  and  convincing  book.  —  Boston  Daily 
Mail. 

Mr.  Fairchild's  motto  is  "persecuted,  but  not  forsaken."  He  has  been 
a  most  unfortunate  clergyman.  Many  of  our  readers  will  remember  the 
terrible  scries  of  events  which  occurred  some  nine  or  ten  years  ago,  in  ref- 
erence to  this  brother.  We  say  brother,  although  he  is  an  Orthodox  cler- 
gyman, for  all  men  are  brethren.  It  is  certain  tliat  he  was  purt^ucd  by  two 
of  his  deacons  at  South  Boston  with  great  virulence.  They  conceived 
that  they  held  to  the  perseverance  of  the  saints ;  for  they  persevered  in 
persecuting  him  beyond  all  proper  bounds.  Our  own  view  of  the  matter 
we  published  long  ago.  All  the  facts  the  world  will  ever  get  arc  now  out 
If  Mr.  Fairehild  is  guilty,  he  has  been  punished  enough  ;  and  if  innocent, 
he  has  suffered  enough.    But  it  will  all  be  for  his  good.  —  Trumpet, 

It  may  be  very  Orthodox  to  exhibit  towanls  a  supposed  erring  brother 
the  vengeance  that  is  never  satisfied  until  its  victim  is  irretrievably 
ruined  ;  hut  the  i)olioy  that  dictates  it  is  completely  infernal,  and  reminds 
everv  decent  m:in  that  there  are  actions  committed  in  the  name  and  for 
the  glory  of  God,  that  the  devil  himself  would  be  ashamed  to  acknowl- 
edge. Even  if  guilty,  Mr.  Fairchild  has  Imjcu  most  severely  punished ; 
and  as  there  should  be  a  limit  to  retribution,  and  an  opportunity  given 
him  to  recover  himself,  it  is  mere  vindiotiveness  to  pursue  him  any  fur- 
ther ;  but  such  conduct  becomes  doubly  reprehensible  when  it  is  remem- 
bered that  a  jury  acquitted  him  of  the  crime  with  which  he  was  charged. 
His  clerical  persecutors  should  bear  in  mind  that  they  are  not  by  any 
means  infallible,  and  that  the  mercy  they  deny  to  him  they  may  perhaps 
need  some  day  for  themselves.  — Boston  Investigator, 

The  incidents  of  this  volume  are  indeed  "stranger  than  fiction,"  and 
though  we  have  never  Ikjcu  personally  involved  in  the  controversy  to 
which  some  of  it  relates,  yet  we  are  free  to  say  that  we  have  read  the  vol- 
umc  with  attention  and  interest,  and  that  it  has  der>'ed  to  strengthen  a 
Gouviction  which  we  had  formed  from  previous  knowledge  of  the  case,  that 
the  facts  pertaining  to  his  history,  and  here  narrated  with  apparent  fidclitj, 
muBt  bo  cither  true  or  fulse ;  if  true,  in  any  considerable  degree,  he 
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been  abnsed  ;  and  if  untrue  in  any  essential  respects,  the  error  should  be 
exposed  and  corrected  by  testimony  the  most  rcliublc,  both  for  the  {>eaoo 
of  individuals  and  churches^  and  for  the  honor  of  Ciirist  and  religion,  and 
an  end  should  ho  put  to  this  discussion. 

If  he  erred,  ns  he  admits,  thronjjh  fear  in  paying  hush  money,  when  ho 
should  have  stood  upon  bis  integrity  and  his  faith  in  God,  this  volume 
certainly  evinces  subsequent  evidence  of  rare  boldness  and  ability  in  self- 
defence,  and  teaches  lessons  of  great  practical  moment  and  of  universal 
application.  Having  been  acquitted  by  a  jury,  on  whose  verdict  the  de- 
cision of  the  council  condemning  him  depended,  we  see  not  how  ho  can  be 
accounted  and  treated  oa  a  criminal  on  any  principle  that  will  secure  to 
other  citizens  their  good  name.  We  trust  that  ail  who  have  either  read  or 
reflected  on  the  suhject  will  give  it  a  candid  perusal.  This  will  insure  for 
it  an  extensive  sale,  and  aid  in  the  erection  of  a  sanctuary  for  the  Payson 
church,  to  the  completion  of  which  the  avails  are  to  be  sacredly  devoted. 

—  2^he  Happy  Home, 

We  shall  make  no  criticisms  npon  the  book,  neither  shall  we  give  any 
particuUir  account  of  its  contents.  We  only  say  we  have  read  it  with  far 
greater  interest  than  we  anticipated  when  we  commenced  it,  and  that 
whatever  mav  have  been  our  former  convictions,  we  are  now  constrained 
to  say  that  this  story  has  left  the  impression  on  our  mind  of  tlie  author's 
entire  innocence  of  the  charges  brought  against  him.  It  seems  to  us,  in 
spite  of  our  prepossessions,  that  he  has  been  made  the  victim  of  a  suffer- 
ing  the  like  of  which  is  not  found  in  the  annals  of  clerical  wrongs  in  this 
Protestant  land.  A  class  of  painful  reflections  crowded  upon  our  mind 
as  we  passed  along  through  the  volume ;  but  we  suppress  their  utterance. 

—  Coiifpregational  Jonrncd,  Conconl,  N.  H. 

Mr.  Fairchild,  of  South  Boston,  has  just  published,  in  book  form,  some 
of  the  remarkable  incidents  of  his  life.  No  one  can  arise  from  a  candid 
perusal  thercof,  without  a  stronger  conviction  than  ever  that  the  author  is 
one  of  the  most  innocent  and  most  injured  of  men.  —  Middlesex  Journal, 

This  is  one  of  the  most  remarkable  literary  productions  of  the  age. 
The  romance  of  tnith  could  not  possibly  have  a  more  wonderful  expo- 
sition ;  for  that  its  details  are  true,  the  very  ingenuousness  of  the  narrative 
bears  satisfactory  internal  testimony. 

To  attempt  any  epitome  of  the  history  of  the  persecutions  experienced 
by  Mr.  Fairchild,  during  a  long  series  of  years,  would  occupy  too  much 
space,  tlurrcfore  we  can  only  glance  at  their  general  aspect.  They  demon- 
strate an  amount  of  vindictiveness  unparalleled  in  the  history  of  "  man's 
inhumanity  to  man," — an  absence  of  charity  disgraceful  to  the  Christian 
character,  —  an  abnegation  of  social  justice  and  the  claims  of  individual 
*ight8  on  the  part  of  the  persecutors,  ivfiich  even  the  records  of  the  cLxiL 
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churcli  (which  arc  seldom  chnractcrizcd  by  tolerance  or  mercy)  cannoC 
fiirnisli  more  disgraceful  examples.  How  the  men  who  lent  themselves  to 
the.  mean  instrumentality  of  a  brother's  niin,  can  hold  up  their  heads 
before  hi«;h  heaven,  and  rank  themselves  in  the  category  of  humanity,  wo 
amnot  conceive. 

Mr.  Fairchild,  in  his  persecutions,  has  borne  many  martjTdoms  ;  but  in 
his  triumph  over  his  enemies,  and  his  full  exoneration  from  every  crimi- 
nal imputation  imposed  upon  him,  has  ^lined  a  victory  as  transcendent  as 
the  defeat  of  his  unjmncipled  foes  is  ig:noble.  No  one  can  read  his  history 
without  sympathy,  and  lay  it  down  with  a  linjrerinj*  shadow  of  belief  that, 
for  a  moment,  any  featnrc  of  his  conduct  through  life  ever  cxj)osed  him  to 
the  merciless  persecutions  he  has  sustained.  Even  those  whose  prejudices 
against  him  had  been  fed  by  the  belief  that  his  traducers  were  men  inca- 
pable of  such  demonism  as  their  conduct,  as  narrated  in  the  **  Incidents," 
shows  them  to  have  entertained,  have  confessed  to  a  total  overturning  of 
their  opinions  after  reading  the  book.  We  hope  that  many  will  patronize 
this  work,  as,  apart  from  its  inherent  interest,  and  the  opportunity  it  fur- 
nishes the  public  to  set  their  minds  aright  upon  a  question  in  regard  to 
which  much  uncharitableness  has  been  propagiitcd,  its  profits  are  to  be 
applied  to  the  erection  of  a  church  for  Mr.  Fairchild,  in  South  Boston, 
where  he  has  many  admiring  friends,  whose  numbers  increase  every  Jay, 
ond  which  building,  through  his  personal  energy,  is  in  process  of  being 
erected.  — New  Hampshire  Patriot. 


Several  communications  have  been  sent  to  different  papers  by  corre- 
spondents, the  following  extracts  from  some  of  which  may  interest  the 

reader : — 

( To  the  Editor  of  the  DaUy  Bet.) 

Mr.  Editor,  —  Will  you  allow  n  reader  of  Rev.  Mr.  FairchiUVs  book 
to  express  a  few  thoughts  relating  thereto,  in  the  columns  of  your  paper  1 
The  writer  has  carefully  read  said  volume,  and  rises  from  its  perusal  with 
mingled  emotions  of  indignation  and  shame.  Indignation ^  that  men  so 
reckless  of  consequences,  having  so  little  regard  for  the  feelings  of  a  fellow 
man,  occupy  a  place  of  respectability  in  society.  And  sthame,  that  minis- 
ters of  the  gospel  lend  their  influence  to  such  high-handed  cruelty  (yes, 
cruelty!  I  can  call  it  nothing  less),  and  even  excel  infidels  in  efforts  to 
destroy  a  brother.  I  do  not  wonder  that  the  foes  of  the  Clmreh  point 
deridingly  to  her  members,  ond  turn  away  to  their  infidelity,  when  some 
pastors  seem  to  vie  with  each  other  in  attempts  to  destroy  a  fellow  preach- 
er. I  wonder  that  infidels  are  not  more  numerous  than  they  oppeor  to  be. 
There  are  facts  recorded  in  this  volume,  revealing  the  cruel  conduct  of 
certain  Orthodox  clergymen  toward  Mr.  F.,  which  render  the  foregoing 

remarks  justifiable.    The  rankest  vnMel  ^ould  scom  to  deal  in  8ach 

Jesuitical  and  cruel  ways  with  Oie  me&xi^^  motVxX. 


Bnt  thiLt  sbveiy  which  cnishea  manhood  oat  of  negroei  is  not  tlw  only 
form  of  heartleu  cj)prasi<m.  Indeed,  it  is  not  the  worst  form.  I  would 
ralhcr,  a  thonund  fold,  be  reduced  to  glikvcry,  sad  wear  ita  galling  cbainl, 
than  to  be  robbed  of  daraaer — that  beiicr  boon  (ban  lifvitsclf — and  te« 
tny  wife  and  children  weep,  and  piue,  and  die,  nnder  the  cniel  lorlnra. 
And  yet  Mr.  P.  is  clearl;  Che  victim  of  such  oppreasion.  Such  a  caie  ot 
Nor&ern  oppreuion  I  norcr  read  of  before. 

I  have  read  the  "  SoDth-Side  View  of  Slavery,"  and  wondered  that  a 
Chriaiian  minister  conid  pea  anch  an  apolog;  for  that  wicked  inatitatioo. 
But  ainee  J  have  read  Mr.  Fairchild'a  "  Remarkable  Inddenta,"  I  do 
longer  wonder.  The  apiriE  that  can  pnrsue  a  brother  minister  with  sach 
mercileaa  endeavor  would,  in  other  circumalanccs,  drive  a  gang  of  slarea. 

I  would  aay  mack  more ;  but  I  refer  ihiAvader  to  the  book  itaelf 

Obtuodox  CLBBaruAM. 

[For  tkt  MaiL) 
Ml.  Editos,  —  YoflKccent  notice  of  Mr.  Fairchild'a  boolc  of  "B»> 
■norkabie  Incidents,"  induced  me  to  give  it  a  careful  pcniaal.  And  job 
will  permit  me  to  aay,  that  I  never  read  a  mora  triumphant  vindication  of 
one's  aelf,  than  is  contained  in  the  pagea  of  that  book.  Mr,  Fuirchild  not 
only  clearly  ahows  (hat  his  enemies  have  utterly  failed  to  prove  him  guilty, 
but  he  has  proved  lo  a  dcmonstiBlioa  bia  entire  innocence.  And  in  what 
a  aad  predicament  haa  he  placed  hia  chief  opponeai  I  He  has  abown  him 
lo  have  been  guilty  of  auch  mean  and  contemptible  tranaacttoni  u  might 
well  caste  the  devil  hinuelf  Co  bluah  for  very  shame. 

MiDiCtrs. 

(  To  the  EdUor  of  Oc  RMtm  Cburier.) 

I  have  just  completed  the  careful  perusal  of  the  work  recently  published 
by  bcv.  Mr.  Fairchild,  and  confcis  that  I  have  been  pleased,  vexed,  and 
diaap  pointed. 

I  have  been  pleased  with  the  candid,  liberal,  and  Christian  spirit  breathed 
in  all  tlie  pngca  ofhia  vindication;  I  have  been  vexed  at  the  intolerance, 
the  want  of  Christian  candor,  and  the  apparent  lixcdnesa  of  inlencion  to 
nin  the  man  selected  by  his  enemies  as  their  victim  ;  I  have  been  disa|»- 
pointed,  that  men  professing  to  rank  so  high  in  bolincsa  and  in  the  church 
are  not  able  lo  back  np  their  charges  with  reaaoos  and  arguments  moi« 
convincing  in  their  nature. 

The  reading  of  thia  bookconflrms  my  belief  in  sovetal  &cti :  — 

1ft.  That  the  B«v.  Hr.  FaiichUd  ii  "thtbMtabiiMdmt 
3ft 
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and  has,  in  the  mind  of  erery  candid  reader,  excolpated  himself  from  the 
charges  which  have  been  bronght  against  him. 

2d.  That  the  Almighty  seems  to  have  taken  a  special  sopenrisiou  of  his 
affairs,  inasmuch  as  circumstances  have  transpired  to  place  Mr.  Fairchild 
in  seasonable  possession  of  every  plot  devised  for  his  ruin,  so  that  ho  has 
been  able  to  meet  them,  and  defend  himself  against  their  diabolical  intents. 

3d.  That  Mr.  Fairchild  has  done,  and  successfully  done,  what  neither 
logic,  law,  nor  divinity  required  of  him,  namely,  to  prove  a  negative ;  for 
while  his  Chrisdan  accusers  have  failed  to  prove  him  guilty,  he  has  suc- 
cessfully established  his  own  innocence. 

4th.  That  his  book  should  be  read  by  all  who  believe  him  guilty,  that 
they  may  see  his  innocence ;  by  all  who  are  in  doubt,  that  their  doubts 
may  be  removed ;  by  all  who  believe  him  innocent,  that  their  faith  may 
be  confirmed  ;  and  by  all  who  care  nothing  at  all  about  it,  in  order  that 
they  may  be  able  to  form  and  express  an  opinion. 

5th.  That  the  motto  inscribed  upon  his  book,  in  glaring  capitals,  should 
be  "  Magna  est  Veritas  et  prcvalnbit,"  as  this  motto  has  been  most  faith- 
fully  and  fully  illustrated. 

Now  permit  me,  in  conclusion,  Mr.  Editor,  to  ask  two  questions :  — 

As  his  reverend  and  Christian  accusers  have  failed  to  establish  Mr 
Fairchild's  guilt,  will  they  cease  theur  persecuti^^^nd  let  him  alone  ? 

Can  such  persons  escape  the  castigation  of  tfifR  great  controller  of  pnb- 
lic  sentiment,  the  public  press,  if  they  continue  to  persecute  a  man  of  whose 
innocence  the  same  press  has  made  public  declaration  ? 

AXI8TOFHANX8. 

(For  (he  HeraJd,) 

Mr.  Editor,  —  The  subscriber  craves  a  small  space  in  your  paper  for 
a  few  words  respecting  the  Bev.  Mr.  Fairchild's  remarkable  book.  When 
I  read  your  notice  of  it,  I  thought  that  you  had  expressed  your  views  and 
feelings  in  terms  more  harsh  and  scathing  than  the  facts  in  the  case  would 
justify.  Your  notice,  however,  led  me  to  give  the  book  a  thorough  and 
critical  examination ;  and  I  had  not  read  far  before  I  became  fully  con- 
Tinccd  that  the  terms  of  withering  and  burning  indignation  employed  in 
your  notice  were  not  at  all  extravagant,  but  just  suoh  as  the  occasion  called 
for.  Before  I  commenced  reading  the  book,  I  thought  I  knew  something 
about  the  merits  of  the  case,  but  I  soon  found  that  I  knew  comparatively 
nothing.  My  opinion,  so  far  as  I  had  any,  was  unfavorable  to  Mr.  Fair- 
child.  The  reading  of  the  book,  however,  has  opened  my  eyes ;  and  the 
result  is  a  thorough  conviction  of  his  entire  innocence,  and  an  abhorrrace 
of  his  malicious  persecutors.  And  I  feel  truly  grateful  to  you  for  the  bold 
and  fearless  manner  in  which  you  gave  utterance  to  your  sentiments. 
And  I  now  wait  to  see  what  course  will  be  taken  by  those  of  my  clerical 
Vethren  who  are  so  deeply  VirroVr«^  \a  I&ia  li^asa!^  and  wkft^ed  tnuoyMe- 
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tions  disclosed  in  that  volame.  It  will  be  bad  for  them  to  remain  silent. 
It  will  be  far  worse  to  make  any  apology  or  excuse  for  such  condact. 
And  if  they  attempt  to  refute  the  statements  and  arguments  of  the  book,, 
they  will  soon  find  an  Herculean  task  before  them.  And  to  think  of  ei- 
capinj^  the  public  indignation  by  throwing  off  the  responsibility  from  one 
to  another,  will  be  an  unavailing  as  well  as  a  disgraceful  subterfuge.  In 
my  judgment,  there  is  but  one  way  for  them  to  regain  their  former  hold 
on  the  confidence  of  the  public,  and  that  is,  by  confessing  their  error,  ana 
making  all  the  reparation  in  their  power  for  the  wrongs  they  have  done.  The 
people  may  then  begin  to  think  that  clergymen  intend  to  practise  as  well 
as  preach  the  precepts  of  religion.  It  remains  to  be  seen  whether  they 
will  do  what  is  so  plainly  required  of  theip,  not  only  by  the  gospel,  bat 
by  honor  and  honesty. 

A  COUMTRT  FaSTOB. 

The  following  is  a  communication  from  the  Boston  correspondent  of 
the  Christian  Mirror,  published  at  Portland:  — 

Rev.  Mr.  Fairchild.  —  There  never  was  a  case,  probably,  where  the 
real  facts  were  so  long  kept  from  the  people  by  designing  men  and  un- 
avoidable circumstimccs.  This  volume  is  a  collection  of  fads  —  thingt 
proved  in  court  and  elsewhere — brought  together  in  their  order  as  they 
rcUite  to  the  author's  case,  and  hence  the  reader  will  find  here  a  reliable 
history  of  the  whole  affair.  It  is  written  in  a  good  spirit,  and  bears  upon 
its  face  tlie  evidence  that  it  was  written  by  one  who  has  been  much  injured 
and  persecuted.  The  volume  contains  much  that  bears  upon  questions  of 
Congregationalism,  its  principles  and  rights,  and  hence  is  a  good  reference 
book  to  be  placed  in  the  pastor's  library.  Those  parts  of  the  volume  re- 
lating to  these  knotty  points  of  Congregational  Order  are  from  different 
able  pens.  The  volume  being  "  stranger  than  fiction,"  is  of  course  at- 
tractive, and  almost  bewitching.  Every  minister  ought  to  read  it  as  an 
act  of  Christian  duty  and  charity,  if  for  no  other  reason. 

From  a  correspondent  of  the  Congregational  Herald,  Chicago,  111.:  — 
Mr.  Fairchild  is  the  clergyman  of  our  denomination  whose  troubles 
have  been  widely  known  ;  and  this  volume  contains  the  whole  history  of 
the  affair,  presented  in  documents  and  statistics  which  cannot  lie,  all 
showing  that  he  has  been  one  of  the  most  persecuted  men  that  ever  lived. 
He  has  fought  a  battle,  in  some  respects,  for  the  clergy  of  the  Union. 
The  volume  is  irrefutable,  because  it  deals  in  things  which  are  proved  by 
handwritings  and  courts.  His  case  is  a  remarkable  illustration  of  the 
workings  of  Divine  Providence.  Every  minister  ought  to  read  this  book, 
in  order  to  make  up  his  mind  advisedly  on  the  subject. 

From  a  correspondent  of  the  Cincinnati  Herald,  Ohio :  — 

This  Tolume  relates  to  the  difficolttes  of  BCr.  FakchM^  ''v^tSBL 
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caused  much  to  be  said  and  written  for  the  last  ten  years.  It  is  a  thrill- 
ing record  of  facts,  and,  I  donbt  not,  will  be  extensiyelj  circulated.  No 
4)er8on  who  begins  to  read  it  will  stop  until  he  gets  throagh.  Mr.  Fair- 
child  has  been  greatly  abused  and  persecuted,  and  this  volume  ought  to 
be  read  as  a  matter  of  charity  both  by  clergymen  and  lajrmen. 

{From  the  SotUh  BotUm  Gazette,) 

The  book  under  notice  is  one  of  those  extraordinary  compilations  of 
fiicts  which  forcibly  illustrate  the  oft-repeated  observation  tliat  "  truth  is 
more  strange  than  fiction."  It  is  indeed  a  magazine  of  striking  incidents, 
out  of  which  any  ingenious  novel-wright  might  draw  ample  material  for 
the  construction  of  half  a  dozen  volumes  of  attractive  narratives,  all 
founded  upon  events  that  have  actually  transpired  within  the  current  age. 
In  short,  it  is  a  practical  exposition  of  numerous  romantic  prodigies,  such 
as,  when  occurring  in  real  life,  become  far  more  impressive  and  instructive 
than  the  finest  woven  fabrications  of  mere  fancy. 


The  retail  price  of  the  volume  is  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents. 
Its  postage  to  any  distance  not  exceeding  three  thousand  miles,  is  twenty 
four  cents.  If  any  person  within  this  distance  wishes  for  the  book,  anC 
will  send  the  author  a  letter  inclosing  one  dollar  and  eight  postagr 
stamps,  the  volume  shall  be  forwarded  to  him  by  mail  without  delay* 
and  at  the  risk  of  the  author,  or  to  any  friend  whose  name  and  addreM 
ha  will  mention. 


THIRD    EDITION. 


To  this  edition  I  did  think  of  appending  other  notices  of  the  press 
from  the  Evening  Transcript,  Saturday  Evening  Gazette,  Olivo 
Branch,  Bay  State,  True  American,  and  the  New  York  DaSly  Times. 
But  as  all  these  papers  speak  of  the  work  in  much  the  same  strain  as 
the  preceding,  I  will  not  tax  the  reader's  time  in  perusing  them. 
One  brief  extract  from  the  New  York  Tim^  of  December  26, 1855, 
will  suffice.  The  editor,  in  speaking  of  the  action  of  the  Suffolk 
South  Association,  says: — 

**  Last  March  that  body  rescinded  all  votes  upon  its  records,  in  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Fairchild's  character  and  exclusion  —  but  coupled  this 
amende  with  a  resolution  that  it  was  inexpedient  that  his  connection 
with  the  association  should  be  continued,  and  that '  the  same  is  hereby 
terminated/  This  proceeding  is  only  matched  by  that  of  the  Irish 
jury,  whose  verdict  was,  *  not  guilty ;  and  we  recommend  him  not  to 
do  it  again.'  Here  is  an  association  acquitting  a  man,  and  yet  inflict- 
ing punishment  as  if  he  were  guilty." 

There  is  one  notice,  and,  to  my  knowledge,  one  only,  which  takes  a 
different  view  of  the  work.  This  notice  appeared  in  the  Religious 
Herald  of  January  25,  1856,  published  at  Haurtford,  Connecticut,  and 
came  from  the  pen  of  Bev.  William  W.  Fatton,  who  was  a  member 
of  the  Suffolk  South  Association  at  the  time  of  my  expulsion  from  that 
body,  who  signed  the  remonstrance  of  Dr.  Adams  against  my  installa- 
tion over  the  Fayson  Church,  and  whose  name  and  doings  are  so 
prominent  in  the  book.    It  is  just  such  a  notice  as  any  one  would 
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naturally  expect  from  such  a  source,  after  having  read  the  three  last 
pages  of  the  fourteenth  chapter.  The  other  gentlemen  so  deeply 
implicated  have  hitherto  remained  silent  A  friend  at  my  side  having 
heard  the  notice,  made  this  remark,  —  **  Mr.  Patton,  afler  reading 
your  book,  knew  not  what  to  say,  and  therefore  said,  he  knew  not 
what,**  He  concludes  his  notice  with  these  words, —  "  We  wish  that 
some  decisive  counter  evidence  might  come  to  light  to  remove  doubt, 
and  restore  Mr.  Fairchild  to  his  former  position  in  the  confidence  of 
the  ministry  and  churches." 

To  gratify  the  wishes  of  Mr.  Patton  as  here  expressed,  and  the  wishes 
of  those  in  sympathy  with  him,  I  will  state  the  fact,  that  since  the 
rendering  of  the  verdict  of  my  acquittal  in  the  civil  court,  and  my 
subsequent  installation  over  the  Payson  Church,  I  have  preached  one 
hundred  and  thirty-four  sermons  in  thirty-three  different  pulpits  of 
my  own  denomination,  either  by  exchange  or  invitation  of  thirty-fiv6 
pastors.  Sixteen  clergymen  of  the  denomination,  having  no  pastoral 
charge  at  the  time,  have  preached  in  my  pulpit  Eleven  clerg)'meD 
of  other  denominations  have  either  exchanged  with  me,  or  preached 
for  me,  as  an  act  of  sympathy  and  confidence,  and  I  have  preached 
in  their  pulpits  eighteen  sermons.  I  have  had  invitations  to  occupy 
nine  pulpits  of  our  own  and  other  denominations,  which  it  was  not 
convenient  for  me  to  accept.  Twenty-two  churches  of  the  denomina- 
tion have  recommended  members  to  fellowship  in  my  present  church, 
by  letters  in  the  usual  form. 

I  would  further  state,  that  since  the  publication  of  my  book,  I  have 
received  very  many  letters  from  gentlemen  of  the  highest  standing  in 
church  and  State,  expressing  not  only  their  sympathy,  but  their  firm 
belief  in  my  entire  innocence  of  the  crimes  charged  upon  me,  and 
that  my  vindication  is  most  triumphant  and  complete.  I  would  here 
quote  certain  expressions  from  these  letters,  did  I  not  fear  exposing 
myself  to  the  charge  of  self-commendation.  And  perhaps  my  readers 
will  think  that  I  ought  to  apologize  for  what  I  have  already  said. 
Therefore  I  would  say  to  them  in  the  words  of  Paul, — "Bear  with 
me  a  little  in  my  folly  and  in  this  confidence  of  boasting ;  and  indeed 
bear  with  me,  for  necessity  is  upon  me." 

J.  H.  Fairchild. 

South  Boston^  April,  1856. 
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